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TRINITY RIVER DEVELOPMENT 


MONDAY, APRIL 16, 1954 


Hovust or Representatives, 
CoMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION, 
R. dding, Ca aT. 

Chairman Wiitu1am Henry Harrison. The meeting of the Subcom- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs will come to order. The hearing today will be on 
the Trinity project. [ might Say the committee is very happy to come 
here to the home district of our good colleague, Mr. Engle. It isa 
pleasure to work with him. He is one of the valuable members of 
our committee and he is one of the best-informed Members of Con- 
gress on irrigation and reclamation. We might say to you, Mr. Engle, 
we are happy to be in your home district among your friends. 

Congressman Chair Eneotr. I don’t have to add I am delighted to 
have you here. 

Chairman Harrison. I am sure those present will realize the time 
we have is short. We will not be able to give as much time to witnesses 
as we would like to give, nor will we be able to hear as many as we 
would like to hear. We will be forced, therefore, to limit the time. 
All witnesses who have made state ments, and those who have not bee! 
able to make statements, may file a statement with the committee for 
the record if they will file it with the House Interior and Insular 
Affairs Committee within a period of 10 days so the record can be 
prepared. 

We have Ewing Hass, assistant to Senator Kuchel, with us today, 
and I understand he has a telegram from the Senator. I would like 
to call on him at this time. 

Ewrnea Hass. I do have a telegram from the Senator, and I won- 
dered if it could be read into the record. 

Chairman Harrison. Without objection, the telegram from the 
Senator will be read and made a part of the record. No objections 
being heard, the Chair will read the telegram. It is dated at Wash- 
ington, D. GA and addressed to Ewing Hass, Secretary to Senator 
Kuchel: 

Please convey to the House Irrigation Subcommittee at Redding and Fresno 
my regret official duties prevent me from joining as observer at hearings on 
Trinity River project and also advise groups urging legislative action I am 
confident valuable information will be presented for assistance of Congress in 
considering proposals to authorize this addition to Central Valley project I 
appreciate need for making available adequate water for areas to be served and 
believe construction plans should be pushed as rapidly as funds permit. The 
pressing demands of our steadily growing population require orderly develop- 
ment of every water resource for all beneficial purposes and Trinity River 
project appears highly desirable feature of development plans. I am urging 
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Senate Appropriations Committee to restore $99,000 item for planning in Interior 
Department appropriation bill so advance work can be carried on. I shall be 
eager for record of testimony and detailed information given House subcom- 
mittee concerning need for and financial soundness of this proposed undertak- 
ing. I hope facts can be developed about proposed inclusion of San Luis Dam 
and canals and availability of surplus water so requirements of both parts of 
State can be met most satisfactorily and all interests protected. 
Tnomas H. KUCHEL, 
United States Senator. 


[t will be madea part of the record. 

Congressman E. Y. Berry. Inasmuch as Ewing Hass is represent- 
ing Senator Kuchel. would it be out of order to suggest that he sit 
with the committee 7 

Chairman Harrison. Any objections? There being no objections, 
Mr. Hass is invited to come up here and sit with the committee as a 
representative of Senator Kuchel. 

The Chair is happy to receive the telegram from Senator Kuchel 
and to know that the Senator is so interested in the irrigation and 
reclamation project ts of his State, that he is so informed of the need 
for those projects: and I am sure those of us who live in other reclama- 
tion areas can depend upon the Senator’s assistance to help us with 
our projects when the time comes. 

Is there any representative here from the office of Governor Knight ? 

Congressman Ener. I understand that the governor’s personal 
secretary was here earlier and had to leave. 

Congressman Samurt W. Yorry. How about Senator Knowland ? 
Does he have a telegram / 

Chairman Harrison. I haven’t received any. 

The Bureau of Reclar mation will be the first witness. Mr. Clyde 
Spencer, regional director at Sacramento, and Mr. Murray, his assist- 
ant, and we will hope that these two gentlemen can confine their testi- 
mony to between 20 and 25 minute 

Mr. Crypr H. Srencer. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, 
my name is ( Ayde H. Spe neer, ’ sional director for region 2. Region 
2 consists of all of the Central Valley, and my assistant, Mr. Murray, 
will point ? out to you on the large map which is rather far for me 
to get to from the microphone over here and talk and point it out. It 
starts at the headwaters of the Sacramento River up near the ¢ Jregon 
boundary, covers all of the Sacramento River drainage and extends 
south to the headwaters of the San Joaquin drainage to Bakersfield 
down at the lower edge of the map. In addition to the Central Valley, 
region 2 also has Klamath project ,which is on the Oregon-California 
line and not delineated on the map, the Solano project in the bay area, 
and Santa Barbara project which is on the southeast side of the Cen- 
tral Valley area. 

The Department has advised that there has been no statement made 
on H. R. 123, so that regional Bureau personnel are not permitted to 
make any statements which woul | seem to infer that the Department 
had taken a position. In other words, we are confined to the facts 
and conclusions as shown in the Trinity report which has been printed 
as a House document and has been given wide circulation. It has 


had a review by the State water project authority. 

With the permission of the committee, I have a prepared statement 
which I would like to highlight and to put in the record and then be 
free to answer any questions which the committee might wish to ask. 
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Chairman Harrison. That would be agreeable. If you depart from 
your written statement, please call attention to the reporter so she may 
take that part, and she will not have to take that part which you are 
reading because you oo make that part of the prepared statement. 

Mr. Spencer. Yes, si 

With the permission of the committee I suggest that I make a brief 
introductory statement outlining the way in which the Trinity River 
project fits in as a logical “next step” in the development of the water 
resources of the Central Valley Basin. After such a statement I would 
be pleased to answer any questions that the committee may have. 

The Central Valley project was authorized by act of Congress in 
1937 (sec. 2, act of aaa t 26, 1937; 50 Stat. 850). The project which 
was authorized at that time consisted of Shasta and Keswick Dams 
and powerplants, the Delta Cross-Channel, Contra Costa Canal, and 
Delta-Mendota Canal, and Friant Dam, Friant-Kern Canal and 
Madera Canal in the San Joaquin Valley. Backbone transmission lines 
adequate to convey the output of Shasta and Keswick plants to the 
vicinity of Tracy where our largest pumping load is loc ated also were 
authorized. These works are now completed and in oper: ation, 

The project was reauthorized by Congress in October of 1940 (act 
of October 17, 1940; 54 Stat. 1198, 1199) to include the same features 
and, in addition, necessary distribution systems to carry water from 
main canals to individual farms. Some of the distribution systems 
from the initially authorized canals are complete, some are under 
construction, and others are in the desien stage. 

The three main structures located on the San Joaquin River were 
designed to regulate and convey San Joaquin River water to areas 
of serious water shortage on the east side of that valley. Since own- 
ers of a large area on the lower west side of the San Joaquin Valley 
had already established rights to use of San Joaquin River water, 
it was necessary to construct a conveyance facility to bring Sacra- 
mento River water to Mendota Pool as a substitute supply. The Delta- 
Mendota Canal serves this purpose. Water for that canal is secured 
from natural flow entering the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta during 
the late fall, winter and spring months, supplemented by releases of 
storage from Shasta Reservoir during = summer months. In addi 
tion to this important San Joaquin Valley irrigation service, the 
initially authorized features of the project make possible a large 
amount of new irrigation in the Sacramento Valley, improve naviga- 
tion along the Sacramento River, control floods, and hold ocean 
salinity back from the delta area. 

You are all no doubt aware that the lower reaches of the Sacra- 
mento River are down at approximately sea level, and during high 
tides the salt water intrudes from the ocean into the bay area and 
back into the delta which is now under cultivation. 

By the time World War IT ended, it was obvious that the then 
authorized features of the project were hopelessly in: udequ: ite to meet 
the very large demands for water brought about by Califernia’s and 
the Nation’s increasing population. The Congress therefore author 
ized the American River Development in Oc tober of 1949 (Public Law 
356, 8ist Cong., Ist sess.). This legislation provides for incorporating 
the following fe atures into the Central Valley project and for their 
operation and financing as integral units of that project: Folsom 
Dam and Reservoir, Folsom powerplant, Sly Park project, and Nim- 
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bus Dam, Reservoir, and powerplant, together with a high voltage 
transmission line to connect the American River plants to the back- 
bone Central Valley project lines at Elverta. These works are under 
construction now anda re scheduled to be comp yleted in 1955. 

The Congress authorized additional works as parts of the Central 
Valley project in September of 1950 when the Sacramento Valley irri- 
gation Cal als were added to the project (Public Law 839, 81st Cong., 
Yd sess. ). 


These canals will convey water to approximately 200.000 acres of 


land in the Sacri unento V alley. Design work is now being done on 
the canals and we an ras initiating construction as soon as the 
form ition ot irrigation wae ts. now underway. moves ahead SO that 


adequate repayment contracts can be secured. 

The committee will note, therefore, that in four separate enact- 
ments—in 1937, 1940, 1949, and 1950—the Congress has authorized 
onstruction of major dams, canals, powerplants, and pumping plants 
to aid In progressive deve lopme nt of Central Valley water resources. 
The present hearing is therefore one of many which the Interior and 
Insular \ffain s and othe eomialttons have he ld to consider ways of 

eting the chronic wate) shortage in this area. , 

From 1949 to 1950 the Bureau of Reclamation carried out a substan 
tial project-planning program on the Trinity River project as a pos 
sil le part of the Central Valley project. These studies were consunm- 
mated in reports which are presented in House Document 53, 83d 
Congress, Ist session. In that document, the former Secretary of the 
Interior presented his finding of feasibility made pursuant to section 
9 (a) of the 1939 Reclamation Act. Comment siesta of Calitor- 


nia on the Secretary’s proposed report are presented in House Docu 
ment 147, 83d Congress, Ist session. In transmitting’ the views of the 
State of C ane hoe nape director of public works of the 
State said that he viewed the Prinity River project as being engineer- 


1? oly and oumheblonits feasible and that it should be constructed at 
the earliest practicable date. 


| he Th iirit ty River project Isa logical next step in the development 
of the water resources of the Central Valley B: isin. The basic elements 
of the project are simple and are the same as those proposed by previ- 


ous Investigators, including the State division of water resources, the 
F ead le al P ower (Commission, and the C orps of Engineers. The project 
area is shown on this map of the north coastal area of California. 
The Klamath River Basin, of which the Trinity is a part, is one of 
the largest basins in California in point of runoff. Studies of the State 
division of water resources show that nearly 40 percent of all the run- 
off of the State occurs in the Klamath River Basin. 

The inherent advantages of the Trinity River project spring from 
four main factors: 

(1) The Trinity River parallels the Sacramento River for a dis- 
tance and is about 1.500 feet higher in elevat ion. 

(2) Only a small part of the Trinity River water originating above 
Lewiston is needed within Trinity River Basin. 
(3) Water originating above Lewiston cannot be conserved econom- 
ically without using the large drop into the Sacramento River 

(4) The Sacramento and San Joaquin Valle ‘Vs are short of devel 
oped water supplies and new water cannot be developed economically 
from the sources within the basin to meet its ultimate needs. 
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[ might add that Governor Warren made a talk last Septembe1 


the start of construction on the Solano pro ect that the increase ot 
d 


population In California runs about 1.000 pel LV bout 400.000 per 
vear, and not 1 of these who come into the State brings with h 
gallon of water. So if the present trend of increased population 
the United States, and also sp allv inthe Western St tt s cont ue 
there is going to col eadayvy when we are o¢ rto co serve all of the 
waters which are now ru nine tothe ocean. After that is done there 
should be time for such things as taking the salt out of the oceat 

Project features therefore consist of a large dam and reservoir to 
conserve and regulate Ty nitv River flow -a small dam thro o}) \ h 
all water needed below Lew ton cal he released, while atc Une i! 
time serving as a diversion dam to turn surph water toward the 
Sacramento Vallev on the west: 2 tunnels to convey the surplu \ 

t powerplants to t ke adva Tae of the he | \ Lil ble at appl } 
points: and backbone transi on lines to carry the Trinity out} ut to 
the south. Since the water entering the Sa ramento Rit  ¥ ( 
rereculated in th eXIST a Ix vick Rese vor, output of K 
powerplant would be inet | without additional expense in that 
plant. 

In proposing a project which would take water from one of 
coastal basins and bi ng it into the Central Valley Basin we ve bee 
acutely aware of the importance of not depriving the basin of origin 
of water which it needs now or will ever need. The principal wate 
need in the Trinity River Basin is for an adequate s Ipply of water of 
favorable temperature for fis : , 

We have noted that thet is bee favorab] ner e bel S l 
by reason of storage which when drawn off permits the lower water 
wh h Is coldet than the surtace wate to 2 marked ( 
tream for the benefit of fish. We have therefore relied upon detailed 
studies by the Fish and Wildlife Service, which have been reviewed 

irefully by the State fish and game comm ion, In arriving at quan 
tities of water which should be released to flow on down the e] nel of 
the Trinity River for preservation of fish. Incidentally, the ‘lease 
will meet a Vv consumptive requirements wit! nthe dow tream b 
The ba Ie operat ng criteria has been one of meet no th en WnumM 
downstream requirements as a first order of priority and all othe 
requirements have been made si ‘ondary. 

Planned operating « riteria are such that low-water flows thro oh 


| 


out the lower Trinity and Klamath Rivers would be improved, w! 
water would be stored in Trinity Reservoir or diverted to the Sacra 
mento, only at times when large quantities are flowing in the lower 
Trinity from other sources. Hii torically, the minimum flow of the 
Trinitv at Lewiston gage has been as low as 23 cubic feet per second 
and has been below LOO cubic feet per secol ad for many weeks at a 
time; planned operations would provide absolute minimums at Lewis 
ton of LOO eubie feet per econd, and during parts of each year the 
minimum would rise to 300 cubic feet per second. 

Eeonomically the total benefits which would acerue to the Nation 
by reason of constructing the Trinity River project are estimated con 
servatively to be $3.31 for every dollar invested. On the standards 
prescribed in Bureau of the Budget Cireular A-47, the primary bene 
fits of the project alone would amount to more than $1.86 for every 
dollar expended. This favorable economic picture results from the 


19061 D4 2 
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very flexible operation which is possible with Shasta, Keswick, and 
the Trinity River features oper% ated as part ofa single project. Sim- 
ply stated, the operator of the project, in meeting the demand for water 
below the existing Keswick Dam, can draw that water from either 
the Shasta or Trinity syste ne Ge ce ng upon the availability of water 
and the advantage of producing a maximum of power from each acre- 
foot so drawn. 

In these times of high costs and high taxes, I am pleased to say that 
repayment of Federal costs in the Central Valley project is very favor- 
able, both at present and as it would be with the Trinity River Division 
added. In making our latest repayment analyses, we have reflected 
latest modifications in plan and latest cost indexes. We also have been 
mindful of current Interior Department policy, which, on all new 
projects, avoids use of interest component on commercial power and 
municipal water investments in aid of irrigation. The Secretary cur- 
rently is studying existing projects to see whether previous policies in 
this regard should be changed. In making repayment analyses of the 
Central Valley project both with and without the Trinity River fea- 
tures, we have assumed that interest would be set aside and not used 
in aid of irrigation. 

For the project without Trinity the analyses show that projected 
rates for water and power will assure repayment of costs allocated to 
commercial power in 1967 with interest at 3 percent and without using 
that interest for repayment purposes. Costs allocated to irrigation 
vill be repaid by 2005 with aid of about $79 million in power revenues 
after power investment has been re paid. Costs allocated to municipal 
water service will be repaid by 2004 with interest at 244 percent. By 
2005, the 50th year after the last feature of the presently authorized 
project becomes operable, nearly $180 million over and above interest 
and repayment will have been earned. 

For the project including the Trinity Division, our analyses show 
that the projected rates for water and power will assure repayment of 
costs allocated to commercial power in 1959 with interest at 3 percent 
and without using that interest for re payment purposes. Costs allo- 

cated to irrigation will be repaid by 2013 with aid of about $67 million 
in power revenues after power investment has been repaid. Costs 
allocated to municipal water service will be repaid by 2005 with inter- 
est at 214 percent. By 2015, the year repayment would be secured on 

ie last feature constructed, about $171 million over and above interest 
and repayment vill have been earned. 

In summary, the Bureau has investigated the Trinity River project 
using as 1 base the inves stigations made by many other agencies. A 
very extensive planning investigation has been made, the results of 
which are summarized in House Document 53, and in our supple- 
mentary report, now under review by the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion. ‘The project , operated as plan ned in coordination of presently 
athieiead features of the Central Valley project and with natural 
streamflows in the Central Valley Basin, can make available almost 
1,200,000 acre-feet of water annually for irrigation and can increase 
the hydroelectric output of the present project facilities by over 1 bil- 
lion killowatt-hours of energy annually. Our analyses show that the 
projected rates for water and power w ill assure repayment of all costs, 
with interest on power and municipal water allocations and without 
application of that interest to repayment of any other function, by the 
BOth year after the last feature is constructed. 
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These esimates are based on existing contracts both for water and 
for power plus our estimates on the value of any future water and 
power which will be made available by this project. 

By that same year, there would accumulate over $170 million in 
surplus project revenues available to aid in other expensive irrigation 
developments within the Central Valley Basin 

That cone ludes my pre pared statement from the Bureau of Recla 
mation. Do you have any questions? 

Chairman Harrison, Thank you, Mr. Spencer. Any questions? 

Congressman Eneir. Mr. Chairman, because of the fact that the 
information which the Bureau of Reclamation gives here is avail- 
able to us in Washington, and because we have so many witnesses 
locally who want to testify, 1 am going to limit myself to just a ques- 


tion or two, and at some later time when we actually have the legis 
lation before us we can probab ly go into more det: ail on some of the 
financial aspects of this project. Tasked Mr. Spencer to be here, Mr. 


Chairman, in order to outline just in general the physical aspects of 
the project and something in general with reference to the economics 
of the project so the committee would have it before them. The com 
mittee will be interested in just 1 or 2 items in particular. I noticed, 
for instance, in your reference to the repayment capacity of this 
project, you set the ne nefit cost ratio at 3.1 to 1, is that right? 

Mr. Spencer. Yes, s 

Congressman ENGLE. iad the repayment plan does not include the 
use of the so-called interest component ? 

Mr. Srencer. That is correct. 

Congressman Ener. In other words, for the information of the 
committee, this project pays out, according to Mr. Spencer’s statement, 
as I understand, with a surplus of $179 million. That’s the Central 
eoa Vy project ae the Trinity and without the valley canals in 

L per iod of 50 years, paying interest back into the Treasury and not 
using the so-c ea interest component to pay off the project, is that 
correct / 

Mr. Srencer. Yes. 

Congressman Eneitr. When you put the Trinity in and put the 
valley canals in for payout, you still come through with a profit of 
over $170 million, still not using any interest to pay off the project, and 
paying in that event some $122 million in interest to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, is that right ? 

Mr. Spencer. That is correct. 

Congressman Enexr. As well as nearly $75 million in subsidy to 
irrigation. I just bring out those salient points, and I believe they ap 
pear, for the information of the committee on page 4 of this ‘blue- 
covered document which you have before you. Mr. Chairman, I em 
ph: isize that because our committee does hi ave before it continuously 
the whole question of finance and economic feasibility, which in this 
case is a dramatic portrays al of the splendid economics of this project 
probably unequaled for a project of its magnitude anywhere in the 
United States. That’s all. 

Congressman Yorry. Mr. Chairman, I wouldn’t want to come up 
here to Redding and not say just a word about my colleague from this 
area, Mr. Engle, rather than about the project. I can tell you, ladies 
and gentlemen, that those of us from southern California are especially 
grate eful to C ongressman Engle for the work he has done to help us 
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th our projects. I am glad in being up here as a southern Cali- 


fornian to be ible to say that I euess [am about the last of those living 
vyho Oo! req tor the Cent il Valley project “ZU vears ago when it was 


TAKe To re té rendun ma nearly defeated before 1 rot off the oround. 
There were just a few of us in southern California to volunteer and 
tl a 1 save votes for the project. I am happy that | have be n able 


to help vou. and | want Te tel] Ve u that in southern (¢ ilifornia Wwe » value 


our Congressma } tas mucn as vou do up here, He nas eee a 
vonderful job on this project, on pushing it through, on gett 1g it 


1 
proved by the Secretary of Interior. and Lam sure that vou will find, 
f von check with all ne nbers of our committee, he is highlv inasestiek, 


nfluential, and you couldn’t have a better advocate in this project 


than Congressman Engle. 

Congressman Ena! Thank you, Sam. That calls for a new hat, I 
ian 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much, Mr. Spencer and 
Murray. We are ver\ olad to re elve vour testimony. 

Mr. Spencer. Thank vou for your attention. 

Chairman Harrison. The next witness will be Armon Hefflineton 
who the president of the Trinity Project Associatio1 


Anmon Herrruincron. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I 
rman of the Californians for the Trinity, Sacramento and San 
Luis projects. I live Trinity County. My first interest in this proj- 


ect how it would iffect t] » people of the county of Origin. Ser ‘ond, 
I am interested in this project as an overall project for the State of 
California. There are al iber of witnesses to be heard today, and I 

im going to make my remarks brief and to the point. 
During the winter months in Trinity County on this Trinity River 
the most of the water originates. It runs into the Pacific Ocean in a 
rev mit is, and dim no the imme there al times \ hen there is not 
ie watel in the ‘J nity | would see this project as a benefit to the 


people of Trinitv County if we could store a portion of the water in 


e winter months a release it in the summer when we need 

I) Pri ty County nd the are: mmed itely adjacent to it. there 
lies 40 percent of the water of the State of California. We in Trinity 
County are not going to assume a dog in-the-mange r attitude when we 
<7 that there is a desperate need for water 1n ot} er parts of the 
State If the rights of the county of origin are adh ered to, we are 


oing to be for this project 100 percent, 

The Trinity River is one of the main tributaries of the Klamath 
R vel The Klamatl! River at the presel t time is « thot oh int 0 the 
Pacific Ocean enough water to furnish the con i ercial needs of the 12 
largest cities in the United States. Again, this water originates in 
the wintel months. runs into th e Pa cific ao 1 with little or no ben- 
efit to man. Mr. Spencer stated that in the St ite of California the 
population was increasing at 1,000 per day. One thousand new peo- 
ple to be fed, to be absorbed into the overall economy of our State. 
We have to look ahead to take care of the increase in our population 
in the State of California. The Sacramento Canals which have been 
authorized and money appropriated for construction, will need a por- 
tion of the surplus waters of the Trinity in the future. In the San 
Joaquin Valley, one of the most productive in the world, some of that 
area is in danger of reverting to desert land. 
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So I say again, gentlemen, if the rights of the county of origin are 
adhered to, we are not going to assume a dog in-the-manger attitude. 
We do have a surplus of water. We feel we have a part in determin- 
ing that which is surplus, and if we can do that then we are willing 
to share with the other part of California water which we know is 
surplus. 

Congressman AspiNnaLL, Does the project as now es a make it 
possib le for the people of your area to have storage water in the reser 
voirs which will be built ? 

Mr. Hi FEFLINGTON, When I said | would like to see water released 1! 
the summertime, I am thinking of fishing. I would like to see enough 
water released from the reservoir to take care of the propagation of 
fishing and wildlife as we now have it. 

Congressman Enetr. The legislation which is pending before our 
committee provides for a minimum streamflow, and it is our belief 
that this storage reservoir would in fact improve the fishing on the 
Trinity River. There have been times when a fish needed a pair of 
skates to get up over some of those riffles, and when we get this project 
built we hope to stabilize the flow of the river during the summe 
months, and hereby improve it as a recreational river. The people 
of the Trinity area back in this mountain country that you see on 
this physical portrayal of it, want to see the recreational features of 
that river not only maintained but improved, and that is one of the 
functions of this lecish: ation and of this proj ject. 

Congressman AsPrINna There is no intention, as I understand 
of this nie t or any legislation having to die with this project, vio 
lating the pl in Ip le of the doctrine of origin as far as the California 
law is concerned. 

Congressman ENGLE. That is correct, The allocations af water 
necessary to imp lement this project must and will be made, if this 
project is built, | DY the appropriate agence ies of the State government 
which control the natural resources and the water of the State. 

Chairman Tlarrtson. Any further questions? Thank you very 
much, Mr. Hefflineton. 

The next witness will be Mr. Bob Delaney. The Chair would like 
to say we hope the witnesses will keep their statements as close to 5 
minutes as possible, with the privilege of having a later statement 
sent into Washington. 

Mr. Detanry. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee: My name 
is Robert Delaney. I am the owner of Trinity Alps Resort located 
about 15 miles northwest of Weaverville in Trinity County. It has 
been located there for some 5 years. 

I am speaking from a recreational standpoint. I might cite my own 
personal case as an example of what Trinity County has to offer to 
the sportsmen, particularly the fishermen, being an ardent fisherman 
myself. Having been in the Navy all during the war, upon release 
from active dutv in October of 1946, I had heard co nsiderable talk 
about fishing in the Trinity Alps area of northern California. So 
out of curiosity, while on my terminal leave, I investigated, came into 
Redk ling, went to the ec hs umbe 7 of commerce an di ll quired about accom- 
modations in the Trinity Alps area. This was in the month of Octo- 
ber when the season is practically over. However, they gave me the 
names of several resorts where I might find accommodations. I went 
to practically all of them and found them all closed. I wound up in 
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Weaverville, Calif., and thought I would go back to my old stomping 
ground on the Smith River and do some fishing there. While in 
Weaverville the world series was on. I couldn’t get good reception 
on my own car radio so I stopped to listen to the game at a garage. 
While there I noticed on one of the corners of the street a sign pointing 
out to the west to Trinity Alps. I took the road and wound up at 
Trinity Alps Resort. It had all the appearances of being closed and 
was being closed for the season. However, the manager assured me 
they could take care of me for a few days or a week. 

1 stayed for 2 weeks. That was in October 1946. Gentlemen, in 
1947 I came up here 10 times. I appreciated the fishing so much that 
I made 10 trips up here during the year 1947. The opportunity arose 
in 1949 when the resort known as Trinity Alps Resort was put on the 
market for sale, and the people who owned it, knowing that I was in- 
terested in the country, approached me to buy it, which I did. Maybe 
I lost my head and went crazy, I don’t know. I am still there. Iam 
still in love with the country, and I know that the recreation from a 
fishing standpoint in the Trinity Alps country is beyond compare any 
place in the Western States. I have fished them all. 

A point has been brought out by your chairman in respect to the 
flow of water if and when the dam is put in, which in my opinion, and 
I believe in the opinion of the Fish and Game Commission, will be 
beneficial to the propagation of fish life, to the natural spawning of 
the steelhead and salmon runs by providing adequate heads of water 
below the dams; thus eliminating the fish practically battering them- 
selves to pieces fighting their way up the river to spawn in natural 
spawning beds through the riffles. When in the summertime the water 
level is low these riffles are barely covered with an inch, 2, or 3 inches 
of water, these fish range anywhere from a pound to 20 pounds in 
size; and it is quite a sight to see hundreds of these fish fighting their 
way up through a little riffle of water that isn’t substantial enough to 
cover even half the body of the fish. That is very true. I have seen 
it often, 

If this dam is put in, that inadequacy of water will naturally be cor- 
rected by a substantial flow of water all during the summer months, 
being let out downstream to take care of the fis h propagation. 

There are no provisions in the bill, as I understand it, to provide 
fish ladders for salmon and the steelhead to migrate on upstream to 
natural spawning grounds where they themselves were spawned and 
born. However, the Fish and Game Commission and the sportsmen’s 
Associations will naturally take care of this deficiency by the planting 
of the proper fish to take care of that. 

Speaking as a resort owner who caters to vacationists, I know that 
Trinity County has the greatest possibilities of any portion of the 
State of California to provide for the sportsmen, for the fishermen, 
and for the hunters, what they are looking for. Primarily, he wants 
a place to go out and not get skunked when he goes on a fishing trip, 
or not get skunked when he goes on a hunting tr Ip. However, hunting 
is a little bit different from fis hing, and in our Trinity County area 
I can personally guarantee that in the lakes in the back country, in 
the primitive area, the purest novice fisherman can get the limit of 
fish. However, in the streams that is a different story, particularly 
the streams that are heavily fished. It would take a good fisherman 
to get the limit every time he goes out. However, if the dam is put in 
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and planting is taken care of, it is only a matter of a short period of 
time until the natural prop: eaelas of fish that are planted will increase 
and become more abundant as time goes on. That is my firm belief. 

At the present time, Trinity Alps Resort caters to ap yproximately 
3,500 guests during the season. I am speaking personally, as an in- 
dividual. However, I have been authorized by the Northern County 
Resort Owners’ Association also to speak for them. My vie Ws are rep- 
resentative of the views of all the members of that association. I be- 
lieve, gentlemen, that is all I have to say unless there is any question. 

Congressman Enetr. Just one observation: The language of the 
present bill—and we are not dealing specifically with the bill today— 
but the language of the bill prov ides that the Secretar y of the Interior 
is instructed to take all necessary steps for the maintenance and propa- 
gation of fish life in the Trinity River. It doesn’t specifically tell the 
Secretary to build a hatchery, but whatever is necessary to maintain 
and propagate the fish life in the Trinity River, he is, by the legisla- 
tion. if it is enacted, instructed to do. 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much. 

The next witness will be Mr. George Fleharty. 

GrorGe Fienartry. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I am 
appearing in beh: lf of the Redding Chamber of Commerce and Shasta 
County. We of Shasta County wish to welcome you to our area and 
want you to know we appreciate the fact you have taken valuable time 
away from your Easter holidays to be with us and give us your con- 
sideration as to the feasibility of Trinity project. 

The people of this county request your consideration of the project 
on the basis of its being the soundest business investment the Federal 
Government could make in western water development. Every acre- 
foot of water that could be developed from the project has a ready 
customer. Both public and private power agencies stand ready to pur- 
chase the power developed. Therefore, we appear before you today 
as a county united in the belief that the Trinity River division project 
is a sound business investment, in addition to being a tremendous step 
forward in development of our western country. 

I would like to file resolutions in support of the project from the 
Shasta County Board of Supervisors, the Redding Chamber of Com- 
merce, and the Fall River Valley Ch: imber of Commerce. In addition 
to these, resolutions will be sent to the committee later from the Coun 
cil of the City of Redding, the Northern California Supervisors As- 
sociation, and the Burney Chamber of Commerce. 

Chairman Harrison. Without objection, the resolutions which have 
been presented will be received and made a part of the record. No 
objections being heard, so ordered. 


RESOLUTION 


Resolved, That the Redding Chamber of Commerce of the city of Redding, 
State of California, respectfully urges upon the Congress of the United States 
the immediate construction of the Trinity River division of Central Valley project. 

Resolved. That the said Redding Chamber of Commerce further urges the 
Congress of the United States to enact and incorporate into the enabling legisla- 
tion establishing said project adequate provision for the protection and preser- 
vation of the rights of Shasta and Trinity Counties and the other counties of 
origin, to their prior right to such water which now exists under the laws of 
the State of California, including the following specific provisions: 

1. That in order to meet future growth of the area of origin, such legislation 
provide that all municipalities or other public or municipal districts which now 
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exist or may be formed in the future, or upon the enlargement of those existing, 
such agencies may apply to the project for public and domestic water supply 
for primary human needs as the same are now established under the laws of 
the State of California, and that such use be a prior use over all other uses of 


2. That provision be made further to make available in the future as these 
grow, that all future reasonable needs, including irrigation and indus- 
trial needs, be provided for in such manner that, with the development of addi 
tional land, or in the event of future industrial development, such counties, or 
ll be entitled to apply to said project for water 


d need 


counties 


appropriate agencies therein, 






fied limits in the 
change of water rights 
Valley project, includ- 





hetween Federal projects comprising the ultimate Cent! 











ing the trib ry pro; s as set forth in the statewide water plan of the State 
of California, so that in the event of the construction of these future projects 
the maximum use may be made of the waters thereof to promote the foregoing 
objectives and purposes within the various counties of « 
+. That the comments and reports being filed with the com be considered 
The foregoing resolution was approved by the board of directors of the 
Redding Chamber of Commerce on April 9 


GreorGE C, FLEHARTY, 
Acting President, Redding Chamber of Commerce. 


JACK C. BEVIN, 
Secretary-Manager, Redding Chamber of Commerce. 


RESOLUTION 





Resolved, That the Board of Supervisors of the county of Shasta, State of 
C , i, resper 1 urges upgn the Congress of th United States the imme 
dia construction of the Trinit River d sion of Central V: y project. 

Res ed, That the said |! | supervisors furthe irges the Congress of 
the United States to enact d incorporate nto the enabling legislation estab 

shing said project adequate provision for the protection and preservation of 
the rights of Shasta and Trinit Counties and the other counties of origin, to 
the 1) ght to such watet hich now exists under the laws of the State of 
Ca ) cluding the fe , espe Provisions 

1. That in order to meet ire growth of the area of origin, such legislation 
provide that all municipalities or other public or mu pal districts which now 
exist or mav be formed in the e, or upon the enlargement of those existing, 
su gencies May app to the project for public and domestic water supply 
for primary human needs as the same are now est ished under the laws of the 
State of California, and that such use be a prior use over all other uses of such 
VV r 

2. That provision be m e further to make ay able in the future as these 
counties grow, that ;: iture sonable needs, including irrigation and indus 
trial needs, be provided for in such manner that, with the development of addi 

ona ind, or in the event ¢ ture indus il development, such counties, or 

ppropriate agencies therein, shall be entitled to apply to said project for water 
WwW specihed I sin l ret eet S ineedas 

3. That provision be 1 le in sa legislation for the exchange of water rights 

between Federal projects comprisit the ultimat Central Valle ject, includ 

the tril I is set fort n the statewide water pl: if the State 
of California, so that in the event of the construction of these future projects 
the max m use 1 ‘ ade of the waters thereof to promote the foregoing 
objectives and purposes wit] OuUS CO es of origin 

t+. That the comments and reports being filed with the committee be considered. 

The foregoing resolution was introduced by Supervisor Meeker, who moved 

loption, sé nded by Supervisor Turner, and passed by unanimous vote this 
1?tl dav « Apt 154 
ANDREW T. JESSEN, 
Chairman of the Board of Supervisors 
Attest 


Rutnu A. PRESLEIGH, 
Clerk of the Board of Supe visora. 
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RESOLUTION 


Resolved, That the Fall River Valley Chamber of Commerce, Inc., respectfully 
urges upon the Congress of the United States the immediate construction of the 
Trinity River division of Central Valley project. 

Resolved, That the said chamber of commerce further urges the Congress of 
the United States to enact and incorporate into the enabling legislation estab 
lishing said project adequate provision for the protection and preservation of 
the rights of Shasta and Trinity Counties and the other counties of origin, to 
their prior right to such water which now exists under the laws of the State of 
California, including the following specific provisions : 

1. That in order to meet future growth of the area of origin, such legislation 
provide that all municipalities or other publie or municipal districts which now 
exist or may be formed in the future, or upou the enlargement of those existing, 
such agencies may apply to the project for public and domestic water supply 
for primary human needs as the same are now established under the laws of 
the State of California, and that such use be a prior use over all other uses of 
such water 

2. That provision be made further to make available in the future as these 
counties grow, that all future reasonable needs, including irrigation and indus- 
trial needs, be provided for in such manner that, with the @development of addi 
tional land, or in the event et future erates development, such counties, or 
appropriate agencies therein, shall be entitled to apply to said project for water 
within spec ified limits in the future to meet anid needs 

3. That provision be made in said legislation for the exchange of water rights 
between Federal projects comprising the ultimate Central Valley project, 1n- 

luding the tributary projects as set forth in the statewide water plan of the 
State of California, so that in the event of the construction of these future proj 
ects the maximum use may be made of the waters thereof to promote the fore- 
going objectives and purposes within the various counties of origin. 
ALBERT T. Coomps. President 
MARIE R. LONGANECKER, Necre tary. 

Chairman Harrison. The next witness will be Judge Tib bits. 

JonorHan Trppits. Gentlemen, I am Jonothan Tibbits of Central 
Valley here in Shasta County. I might say by way of my background 
that I am a native Californian, was raised in the bay area, and have 
lived in Shasta County since 1938. I have tried to take a statewide 
view of a problem of this kind. I think I ean do it because not only 

owning property here, but my brother and I have a 40-acre ranch in 
King Valley in the San Joaquin Valley in the middle of oe dry belt. 

Now, about 2 or 3 years ago for a vear and a half I was a member 
of the Shasta County study committee th: at C ongressman Cl air Engle 
promoted, you might say, studving this Trinity River project. We 
held meetings every month and very good working knowledge of 
the problems was obtained, so that I feel very, very strongly and very 
sincerely that the project should be built. I reme ymber year's ago some- 
body told me that the lack of water would eventually stop the growth 
of California. At the time I didn’t iene it, but I realize now more 
and more what that means. I also, by way of a little comedy, heard 
somebody say one time that there has been more blood spilled over 
water than anything e Ise except a n. 

Sometimes in the San Joaquin Valley it is pretty nearly to that 
point now. Now California is really at el crossroads in its water 
developme nt. Armon Heffington has told you of the large portion of 
the State’s water in the northwesterly corner of the State where ap- 
proximately 2 percent of the population lives. Another 36 percent or 
so is in the Central Valley’s area, and only 15 or 16 percent is in the 
entire coastal area from San Francisco Bay south and around the 
southern part of the State south of the Tehachapis and up the east 
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slope of the Sierra. You all realize, I think, that the two large metro 
politan areas are in this small water-producing portion of the State. 
So I think enough for that. 

We all agree that water must be transported to the water- short 
areas, and the interest of the counties of origin must be protected, as 
Armon Heffington has said. Additional power must be developed to 
serve a growing State and also, of course, to firm up Shasta power. At 
the moment the most important and most worthwhile project to accom- 
plish these, or start acc omnes shing these, is the Trinity project. What 
we want is this: Build the Trinity project at the e arliest possible date ; 
in setting it up give full consideration to the rights of the counties of 
origin so that another Owens Valley will not result. I don’t mean that 
slammingly, Mr. Yorty, but we are trying to profit by the mistakes 
made down there. Take the water not needed by the counties of 
origin and transport it to where it is needed. Produce the power in 
order to firm up Shasta power, and put it in the State power pool 
where it is needed. The previous speaker also gave a very good résumé 
of the recreational features that could come from the Trinity deve slop- 
ment, so I don’t think it is necessary to amplify on that. Also, from 
Mr. Spencer’s testimony and what we learned from our own previous 
studies, ee is a good deal for the Government. Nothing is asked in 


the way of a donation that cannot be paid back. It is a revenue-pro- 
ducing ead for the Government where the Government gets its money 
back. So the people of the State of California are putting up a 


straight business proposition to you gentlemen, and we urge that you 
support 1t. 

Chairman Harrison. Any questions ? 

Congressman Rrean. You and your brother have a 40-acre farm 
now deprived of water / 

Mr. Tissrrs. I won’t say it is deprived of water, but it is very 
definitely water short, and there is another point that is of interest 
there. Eleven miles south of Hanford in Kings County the water 
problem is terrifically acute with the wells having to go deeper and 
deeper. Also, the fact that some of those big operators down there 
will buy a couple of acres of land where there is water and put down 
a twenty-five or thirty thousand dollar well, and carry the water to 
their land large distances away, thus denying water to the land where 
it was used. 

Congressman Rrcan. Do you now irrigate the land from wells? 

Mr. Tieerrs. That is correct. There are a couple of lakeside ditches 
that we use a couple of months a year. 

Congressman Reean. If this were completed you would have water 
from that source ? 

Mr. Tinerrs. I am not prepared to say that, but I do feel this 
water might provide water to other ranches where they wouldn’t have 
to use the deep wells and deprive us of our water. 

Congressman Rreean. What sort of crops do you raise? 

Mr. Treerrs. It is leased out and the tenant is raising cotton, has 
been for several years. 

Congressman Rrean. What would your water charge be; what is it 
now per acre ey ? 

Mr. Treerts. I don’t know. The tenant is paying the irrigating bills. 
We pay the ditch assessments, and they will run—I don’t think they 
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will run too much, but we only get water out of that during the 2 or 3 
months in the early summer. 

Congressman Regan. You don’t know if this project would benefit 
you, then. Would you get water from it if it were completed ? 

Mr. Tieprrs. I am not prepared to say we could get water from it. 

Congressman Regan. How would you be benefited then / 

Mr. Tiserrs. It is indirect benefit by putting water to other land 
so the big operators won’t have to pump water out of the ground and 
take it away from our sources of supply. 

Congressman Regan. That is all. 

Congressman Ener. I am not so sure Congressman Regan under 
stands that this 40 acres you were talking about is down in the San 
Joaquin Valley and that you live over here at Central Valley. 

Mr. Tiseitrs. Yes, I live here in Shasta County. My brother and 
[ have that—it is an investment. 

Congressman Reean. We wanted this project so you could have 
adequate water. 

Mr. Tiesirs. I merely stated that showing a selfish interest in the 
development of water farther down the State, and realizing the prob- 
lem of those people down there, and at the same time realizing the 
problem of protect ing { he counties of origin. 

Congressman Yorry. Isn't what you are trying to say, Mr. Tibbits, 
that. this whole thing is an integrated plan? Without the Trinity 
the San Luis will have a hard time getting through, and you want the 
San Luis as a part of the integrated plan, and therefore you want the 
Trinity ? 

Mr. Treerrs. That is correct. 

Congressman AspINnALL. I want to ask one question. You don’t 
mean to imply that there isn’t any Federal subsidy in the project of 
the Central Valley of California, do you? 

Mr. Tresrrs. Will you repeat that question ¢ 

Congressman AspINaALL. You dont mean to imply by your testi- 
mony that there isn’t some Federal subsidy in the Central Valley 
project ? 

Mr. Tispits. No, I am not implying that at the present time be- 
cause I don’t know enough of the basic facts to argue that point. 

Congressman AsprnaLu. As I understand it, the Trinity makes it 
a better project than without the Trinity, but we must keep in mind 
that the Federal Government is granting a subsidy every time it grants 
subsidy on irrigation. Half of the money allocated to the cost of the 
Central Valley project will be for irrigation. Therefore, there is a 
subsidy. 

Chairman Harrison. The next witness will be John Reginato. 

Joun Reainatro. My name is John Reginato, manager of the Shasta- 
Cascade Wonderland Association. I have a prepared statement which 
I will read and then submit to the committee. 

The Shasta-Cascade Wonderland Association, a tourist-promotion 
organization, representing the northern California counties of Trin- 
ity, Shasta, Tehama, Lassen, Modoc, and Siskiyou, went on record at 
a board of directors meeting on June 28, 1952, endorsing the Trinity 
River project. 

The board of directors of the association reaffirmed that position 
at a meeting held April 26, 1953. 
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Other than the vital pressing need of water for the Sacramento and 
San Joaquin Valleys, the board was cognizant of the economic returns 
that would result from the construction of the project. 

The board realized that the project would result in development of 
another outstanding recreational area similar to the Shasta Dam 
project. Asa result of Shasta Dam there has been an improvement in 
the fisheries of the Sacramento River below Shasta Dam, and the lake 
itself has become an outeaahiad fishing mecca, as well as the outstand- 
ng boating and water skiing area in the State of California. There 
ts been an increase year after year of persons using Shasta Lake, not 
only from California but from outside of the State’s borders. 

Development of the Trinity River project would result in another 


outst nding recreational area, ind would increase our tourist dollar 
value. 


| 
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Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much, Mr. Reginato. 

The next witness oe oe Clair Hill. 

Cram A. Hint, Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my 
name is Clair A. Hill, ait am appearing before you as the repre- 
sentative of the board of supervisors of Shasta County. 

It appears that any project with a benefit-cost ratio in an excess of 
> to 1 should require little comment as to feasibility. 

We do, howe ver, Wish to wholehe: irted|]y endorse the project for con- 
struction at the earliest possib le date in order to meet our ever-increas- 
ing needs in both Shasta County and the State asa whole. In addition 
to endorsing the project, as presented by the Secretary of the Interior, 
we believe we can make suggestions on the basis of information that 
has become available since the preparation of the report which will 
make it possible to make it an even better project. I will comment on 
that more specifically in a moment. 

\s you gentlemen are well aware, California’s water requirements 
ive increasing at a frightening rate. California has been spending 
about a million dollars a year since 1947 gathering data and develop- 
ing new State water plan to take care of the needs, the goal of which 
= to take care of the ultimate needs of the entire State. Meeting these 
needs is a local, State, and national problem. 

This St ate report is progressing rapidly and even though it will 
not be completed for 2 or 3 years yet, the general overall picture is 
now known. 

For instance, it is known that we have a total average annual run- 
off of approximately 71 million acre-feet of water per year with a 
maximum recorded runoff of 135 million acre-feet and a minimum of 
18 million acre-feet. We know that maldistribution is brought about 
by an access of 100 inches of annual rainfall in the northwest portion 
of the State to less than 2 inches in the southwest portion of the State, 
and that the north coastal area contains approximately 41 percent of 
our total runoff, the Central Valley including the Sacramento and the 
San Joaquin Valleys received 47 percent of the runoff of which we 
again have a distribution problem with two-thirds of the water in 
the Sacramento V alley representing one-third of the area, and one- 
third of it in the San Joaquin Valley representing two-thirds of the 
area. The balance which is 12 percent is the local supply to the entire 
balance of the State. 

We also know that our present consumption including the water 
from the ground water basins is approximately 22 million acre-feet 
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annually, and the probable ultimate consumptive use is approximatel) 
50 million acre-feet annually. 

Getting down to our individual county, we are now using approx! 
mately 225,000 acre-feet of water per year for irrigation, urban, and 
other uses. Ultimately, according to the best estimates available, we 
will require in the neighborhood of 550.000 acre-feet per year, or an 
ultimate supplementary requirement of in excess of 300,000 acre-feet 
per year. 

This committee is doing a real public service in giving us the time 
to present our problem, and in order to get the best possible ultimate 
distribution of water in Shasta County, I respectfully suggest that 
any legislation passed by this committee be broad enough to take care 
of possible changes in project details if engineering studies should 
show it to be desirable. For example, on the basis of data recently 
available, it may be possible to select certain alternate routes for the 
lower end of the project making better use of the waters of Willow 
and Clear Creeks, which would permit even greater irrigation use in 
our county. There are over 200,000 acres of irrigable land in the 
county, mainly in the Clear Creek, Cottonwood Creek, and Cow Creek 
watersheds. . 

It may also be possible to add certain small regulating reservoirs on 
Stillwater and Cow Creeks, which will even increase the firm water 
supply available from the overall development. 

We believe that there are sufficient engineering data that has been 
gathered by the State and the county since the publication of the 
secretary's report to show that the suggesed modification and addi 
tions to the secretary’s report, will not only improve the project 
financially, but will permit the ultimate irrigation of vast areas that 
are not otherwise irrigable. 

In closing, I would like to thank the committee for giving us their 
valuable time. We hope that you will push this project forward 
without delay, because of the ever-increasing need for water to meet 
the population growth in Shasta County, and in fact all of California. 
With your permission, ] shall he pleased to send additional data and 
information on Shasta County’s needs to your committee staff, for 
consideration before the legislation is finally approved. 

Chairman Harrison. I would like to introduce Dr. A. L. Miller of 
Nebraska, chairman of the full Interior and Insular Affairs Com 
mittee, who has just arrived. | Applause. | 

Congressman Eneir. Mr. Hill, I think the record should show that 
in addition to representing the board of supervisors of Shasta County, 
and although you may not represent the agency at this hearing, you 
are a member of the State water resources board, which is the State 
agency having control and jurisdiction over the water resources of 
this State. 

May I comment on your statement to say that any legislation which 
goes through on the Trinity should be sufficiently flexible to permit 
our taking advantage of all the improvements that engineering makes 
possible in the construction of this project. 

Congressman AsPrxnaLL. I wish to make a comment about that par 
ticular part of your statement, Mr. Hill. In commenting may I say 
that I share the views which you express, but on the other hand, in the 
study of legislation this session before our committee, it apparently 
has been the desire to take care of the very details of construction in 
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the authorization. In other words, we seemingly have gone past the 
place where we gave blanket authorization for changes while the 
project is in the process of construction, and we are trying to tie it 
down to the most minute details possible. You are aware of that, 
are you ¢ 

Mr. Hit. I believe that my statement and request in it, with the 
supporting data that we will ‘submit, will be into your committee in 
time, and that they are not sufficiently major to violate your principles. 
The water ends up the same place; the water starts from the same 
place; most of the project is the same. There are some features which 
would make it fit in a little better with the needs of the county and a 
little better with the State plan, and possibly will get the water over 
here a little cheaper. 

Congressman Asprnatu. Then you are not referring primarily to 
the cost of construction. 

Mr. Hitz. Well of course, if there is a lesser cost of construction 
in any feature, it means a lesser cost. 

Congressman AspINALL. What if there is a larger cost of construc- 
tion? 

Mr. Hitz. I am afraid it will be out. 

Congressman AspINALL. You wouldn’t go that far in your sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. Hitx. No, we believe it will be a little cheaper. ; 

Congressman Rrecan. The witnesses have all been talking about the 
nereased growth in population. What was the population of Shasta 
County in 1940? 

Mr. Hitz. Tamsorry. I don’t have that. 

Congressman RrGan. ms you know what it was in 1950? 

Mr. Hitz. It must have been about 45,000, 

Congressman Recan. | *d like for you to file a sup yple mental re port 
and put in that population growth from 1940 to 1950. 

Congressman Donovan. Congressman Aspinall touched on some- 
thing that I know 4 had in mind, and I don’t know whether you got 
the full import of it. I think he was trying to impress upon you that 
the manner in which this legislation is being written right now may 
preclude certain communities from getting in on it if they don’t have 
their rights written into the legislation before it passes. You under- 
stand that, don’t you? 

Mr. Hinz. I think I do, yes, sir. 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much, Mr. Hill. 

The next witness is Mr. Charles Dicker. 

Cuarves Dicker. Mr. Chairman, I would like to contain my remarks 
to the fish life of the area on the Tr inity section. The Trinity isa very 
erratic river, as I mentioned in my report. They have had a low of 
23 second-feet. and a high of over 40,000 second-feet. The 23 second- 
feet is measured in the summertime when the real low water occurs. 
At that time the temperature of the water has been measured as high 
as 80 degrees at which time the fish life is practically nonexistent. 
When vou get into the winter seasons, after the king salmon spawn, 
they get these heavy flows and the stream becomes turbulent and messes 
up the nesting beds and the salmon are destroyed. a lot of them. If 
the dams are built, the water would be controlled to 175 second-feet 
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with the top to 400 second-feet, so you will eliminate the dangers to 
the fish. The fish will be benefited greatly by the building of the dam. 
As for recreation, there is no question it W ill make it one of the finest 
recreational areas in the West. 

(Prepared statement as follows :) 

Statement by C. M. Dicker, member of the Board of Directors of 
Californians for Trinity, Sacramento and San Luis, to congressional 
subcommittee meeting at Redding. Calif.. April 16, 1954. 

The water runoff of the Trinity River is very erratic. On July 30, 
1924, 23 second-feet was measured, on February 28, 1940, 40,300 
second-feet was measured at the Lewiston water gage. The extreme 
low flow occurs in the warm summer months when the water tem- 
perature goes up to 80° causing the fish life to gather at the mouths 
of the small incoming streams, gasping to keep alive. In the winter 
months when the fish have spawned, the high flow occurs, washing 
out the fish nesting beds, hence the Trinity is not the fishing stream it 
should be. The most serious loss is to commercial fishing from the 
loss of king salmon spawn by the flood flows. The building of the 
Trinity Dams will control this water to a planned 175 second-feet 
normal flow and 350 second-feet during the heavy spawning periods. 
The water will be maintained at a low temperature in which the fish 
can grow and propagate. ‘The best example of this is to note what has 
taken place on the Sacramento River since the construction of Shasta 
Dam. With controlled cold waters fish life has increased greatly 
in om areas below Shasta Dam: cold water temperatures have a tend- 
ency to lower the fertility of rough fish, such as carp, which now 
oe in the Trinity River. 

The building of the Trinity Dam will close off some spawning 
grounds for king salmon but this problem can be taken care of by 

bulldozing large areas of gravel bars to form nesting areas, com- 
bined with controlled flows and lowering the w: iter temperature should 
more than compensate for the loss of these spawning areas. 

It must be realized that some problems will exist s regard to fish 
life in the Trinity River if the Trinity Dams are built, but they should 
only apply to stocking of local fish such as rainbow and other trout 
varieties. 

When the Trinity River is controlled there is no doubt that this area 
will become one of the finest recreational areas in the West. The 
people in the San Francisco area will be able to travel through our 
beautiful coastal country with the mountains and forests, up the Trin- 
ity River, thence over to the Sacramento Valley, completing the loop 
back to the bay area. 

I can visualize this region as the ideal vacation spot for the man 
of average means who can bring his family to camp out or stay in one 
of the resorts that are sure to be built. 

There is very little use made of this area for recreation at the pres- 
ent time. 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much, Mr. Dicker. 

At this time the chairman has been asked to have introduced for 
the record a letter signed by John E. Thorne, chairman of the Water 
and Power Users Association of Santa Clara County. 
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(The following letter was then submitted :) 


Hon. WiLLiam H. Harrison, 
Chairman, Subcommittee, House Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
City Hall, Redding, Calif. 
Hon. A. L. MILLer, 
Chairman, Full Committee, Interior and Insular Affairs. 
Representative CLAIR ENGLE, 2d District, California, and 
Vembers of the House Subcommittee. 

GENTLEMEN: At a meeting of the officers and board of directors of our asso- 
ciation held this noon (April 14, 1954), I was instructed to send our regrets at 
being unable to attend the hearing on the Trinity River Diversion Project in 
Redding April 16. 

Our association is extremely interested in the speedy authorization and con- 
struction of this project in conjunction with completion of the Sacramento Canals 
project and the San Luis Reservoir and Canal. 

You may deem it strange that water and power users in a county as far re- 
moved from the Delta Mendota Canal as is Santa Clara should be concerned 
with the developinent of the Trinity-Sacramento-San Luis project. Let me assure 
you that our rapidly growing population and concentrated agricultural economy 
inakes it imperative that we cooperate in seeing to it that all possible supplies 
of presently wasted water are conserved and stored and that every possible kilo- 
watt of energy generated at multiple-purpose projects is utilized to send water 
to areas of need and to supply public agencies with what remains. 

Before very long the people of Santa Clara County will have to go beyond the 
facilities within our own area and import water. We were instrumental in 
having the American River project authorized and constructed and are of the 
opinion that all portions of the Central Valley project, such as the American and 
the Trinity, will provide a water and power pool which will eventually enable 
us to supplement our diminishing water supply, and the additional power which 
industrialization is making imperative. 

We recognize the validity of claims by water users in counties of origin that a 
sufficient amount of water from the Trinity project be set aside for their present 
and estimated future needs. But we contend that the storage of water during 
the winter months and its conservation for later use by water-deficient areas for 
beneficial use is fair, equitable and in the public interest. 

We are pleased that you have come to California to acquaint yourselves with 
the merits of this project and the opinions of interested parties and look forward 
to a favorable report by your subcommittee to the Congress so that construction 
may start at an early date. 

Very sincerely yours, 
JouHn E. Tuorne, Chairman. 

Congressman Miiier. Will somebody identify where Santa Clara 
County is? 

Mr. Murray (pointing to map). Right around the southern end 
of San Francisco Bay. 

Congressman Ener. That is Jack Anderson’s old district. 

Congressman Rrean. Could you point out where Trinity and Shasta 
Counties are located on that map ? 

Mr. Murray. The county boundary follows the ridge line between 
the Sacramento River and the Trinity River, that is, Shasta County. 
Trinity County is on the west side and Shasta on the east side. 

Chairman Harrison. The next witness will be Vincent Ryan. 

Roswett Leavirr. Mr. Ryan was unable to attend today. Mr. 
Chairman, I was asked to give some figures on water consumption of 
the pulping industry. 

My name is Roswell Leavitt, and I am supervisor of the Trinity Na- 
tional Forest. I am not, however, appearing officially as a member of 
the Forest Service, but as a citizen of Trinity County, and have been 
asked to do this because the figures that I will give have been gathered 
by the Forest Production Laboratory in Madison, Wis. 
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You gentlemen probably know that in pulping operations a good 
deal of water is used in the processes. However, probably it is not 
gener: ally known that the ¢ onsuimption of water is rather low, that is, 
in most processes a lot of water is usually returned to the stream and 
can be so treated that it can be used again when the water is not 
damaged in the process. One of the methods that consumes the heav- 
lest amount of water is making of insulation board by the most com- 
monly used process which uses 1,400,000 gallons per day, but consumes 
only 41,125 per unit of an economic: ally feasible plant which produces 
175 tons per day. That is the highest used, the highest consumption. 

In making groundwood pulp, which is the second highest in con- 
sumption, only 500,000 gallons per day are used in processing, and 
15,700 gallons per day are consumed for a 50-ton unit which is an 
economical operation. 

Nearly all other processes used consume much less water although 
some of them use in the process considerably more. Sulfate pulp, 
bleached, for instance, uses 9,200,000 gallons a day in the process; 
that is 1,250,000 cubic feet: but it returns, if green pulp were used—it 
returns a little more water to the stream than was used in the process, 
so there is no loss to the stream. Many of the other processes also, 
if green pulp is used, return more water than is used. Sulfite pulp 
falls in that category, and also in the process uses a large amount of 
water; 1,270,000 cubic feet are used in the process, but there again 

little more than that much water is returned. These figures in the 
pulp are per unit of a hundred tons per day production, which is 
a standard economy unit in those processes. I will give the committee 

. copy which gives the figures for all of these standard processes. 
That concludes my statement. 

Congressman AsprnaLL. Are there any installations presently for 
pulp processing, or wood processing above where the diversion dam 
would be if this project were authorized and constructed ? 

Mr. Leavrrr. No, Mr. Aspinall, there are not. 

Congressman AsprnaLi. Are there likely are re any ? 

Mr. Leavrrr. That requires a crystal ball, but I rather doubt that 
there ever would be. 

Congressman AsprnaLL. Do you know of your own knowledge that 
there is sufficient area to serve as catch basins for the water before 
it is treated in that rugged terrain, before the water would flow back 
into the river down to the reservoir ? 

Mr. Leavirr. I am quite sure the plants could be so located that 
that is possible. 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much, Mr. Leavitt. 

Mrs. Lorene Melquist is the next witness. 

Mrs. Lorene Meraquist. Mr. Chairman, and members of the con- 
gressional committee, before I start talking to you, and believe me, 
I have no prepared speech so T will probably disappoint you; but I 
would much rather just talk to you. In addition to explaining what 
T am going to s ay, T think you should understand some of the back- 
ground behind me so you will know why I am here today to testify 
on behalf of the Trinity River project. 

About 12 years ago T was thrown into this practically. I did not 
know a thing about the Trinity River project. T think that probably 
with very few exceptions in this room, I have what might be called 
seniority insofar as studying the Trinity River project is concerned. 

49061—54 4 
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Twelve or thirteen vears ago the board of supervisors of Trinity 
County appointed a countywide planning commission. I Was ap- 
pointed to serve on that committee and was elected as secretary and 
served as such since then. One of our first items for consideration 
was a study into the Trinity River project to determine whether it 
would harm the county or be beneficial to the county. I might add 
that a stand was not taken on that until about 4 years ago, SO you can 
see we gave the matter ple nty of thought. The county commission 
is on record as ap prov ine this project, providin o@ that Trinity County 
has the } yrotection it needs. 

Then to add to it, shortly after that there was a Trinity County 
Water Committee hmainte: I was named as ex officio secretary to 
that committee and served on that for a year or so. Then we joined 
with three other counties, Shasta, Humboldt, and Del Norte on a 
four-county-wide committee to study the entire situs ition and to make 
recommendations. We met for a period of 2 years and agreed to 
disagree. 

That committee broke up, then shortly after that the California 
Water Committee for the Trinity River developed. It was organized 
und I was appointed secretary to that committee. We held meetings 
for several years. The counties concerned ranged from Kern in the 
south to Trinity in the north. Because of a lack, seemingly, of concern 
over the Trinity River project, that lost momentum and because of a 
lack 2 fin: inces, it ceased to function and has not been in existence. 
Not long ago, however, a new committee was reorganized under the 
name of Californians for the Trinity, Sacramento, and San Luis. I 
aim serving as recording secretary for that organization. Iam giving 
you this bac] keround so that you will know that when I tell you I 
believe in the Trinity you will know I have some reasons for saying 
that. 

I am not going to go into a lot of statistics. You have them at your 
oo ips: vou have them in numerous pamphlets. However, in addi- 
tion to all these other things, this is the angle I want to make: I am 
going to become what is known in Trinity County as one of the DPs. 
That is, the displ iced persons, beeat se I hay pen to live in the area 
that would be inundated. My husband and I moved there 16 years 
ago. We built not knowing anything about the Trinity project. We 
built that home of ours with a lot of sweat, tears, blood, and money, 
and we don’t like the prospect of losing it. However, it ceases to 
become a personal matter. 

I have learned through years of working with various planning 
groups and organizations that ultimately what is good for any county, 
any community, and area, or any State, is good for everybody in the 
long run. Some people are going to suffer in the meantime, and sur- 
prisingly enough, the people who are, do the least beefing about this. 
The ‘vy are the ones who are going to be hurt the most by the project, 
the ones who stand to lose their homes and property, and some of them 
have had their farms and homes in their families for a period of 100 
or more years; and it is pretty tough to give them up. 

Trinity County has been facing this prospect for some years, and 
it has reached the point now that people don’t known whether to build 
or - to build. Where are we going to have our schools, our roads? 
We believe very firmly—at least I think the m: jority will go along 
with that—that it will not hurt Trinity County if the various provi- 
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sions in Mr. Engle’s bill become law. Then Trinity County is pro 
tected. ; 1 

In the 16 years I have lived there, there has never been a summer 
that I haven’t been able to wade across the river at a number of places 
with my shoes on and barely get my soles wet. In winter times I have 
seen houses swirling down the river. I think that waste of anv kind 
is a crime. I think there should be a law against it. There is such 
a thing as economy and such a thing as reducing taxes, but when it 
reaches the point ‘where vou become economy minded to the pole 
where you defeat your own purposes, then it is time to take anothet 
look at it. 

In conclusion, there are a few words written by an English poet 
many centuries ago, before the time of America. His name was John 
Donne, and this is what he had to say, and I think it applies very well : 

No man is an island, entire of itself: 
Every man is a piece of the continent, 
A part of the main: 

If a clod be washed away by the sea, 
Europe is the less, 

As well as if a promontory were, 

As well as if a manner of thy friends 
Or of thine own were; 

Any man’s death diminishes me 
Because I am involved in mankind; 
And, therefore, never send to know 
For whom the bell tolls. 

It tolls for thee. 

That is the end of the quotation, and all I want to add is the bell 
is tolling in California for the people who own property and who need 
water desperately and have no means of getting that water. If we 
in the north have water to spare, by all means I believe that the areas 
below us who are unfortunate enough not to live in northern Cali- 
fornia should have that water. 

Congressman Donovan. What is the population of Trinity County? 

Mrs. MELQUIST. Shall I talk as a chamber of commerce member ? 
It is very close to 6,500. In 1940 it was just below the 4,000 mark. In 
1950 it was a little more than 5,000; and I would say that Shen 
between 6.000 and 6.500 is a good guess, and for « ‘hamber of « merce 
purposes I had better say 6,500. 

Congressman Yorry. Mrs. Melquist, I don’t want to ask vou a que 
tion, but I want to commend your attitude because thig is a very real 
problem in many places in the United States. In all of these great 
projects someone has to suffer, and they don’t always take the atti buat 
that the greater good necessitates the evils that do result. We have 
had a real fight in the State of Kansas. Our colleague from Colorado 
has quite a prob lem in Colorado, and we appreciate the attitude of 
the people who feel as you do here, those who don’t want to stand 1 
the way of these great projects because of some personal loss which 
they are willing to suffer in order to see the State go ahead. 

Congressman AspINALL. May I say, Mrs. Me ‘Iquist, you made a fine 
statement, and if after you are drowned out California doesn’t have 
some place else for you, you come to my district and be a missionary 
for the philosophy you state. 

Mrs. Merauisr. I appreciate that. However, what I am trying to 
do is bring more people to northern California. 
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Chairman Harrison. Thank you, Mrs. Melquist. 

Mrs. Melquist is a past president of the Planning Commission of 
the State of California. 

Chairman Harrison. The next witness will oe Mr. Hap Young. 

Har Young. Mr. Chairman and committee, I am Hap Young, R. C. 
Young, superintendent of Fairview Placer wee th is a mining venture. 
[t is a partnership of three corporations, and I guess we have, as I 
am informed, the largest gold mining operation now operating in 
northern California. It takes quite a bit of nerve to mine gold now. 
We have hopes of getting or should have a raise in the price of gold. 
We hope our Honorable Clair Engle’s bill goes over putting the gold 
on the free world market. I think that is what the country needs, for 
one thing. 

We are dredging the immediate properties for about 7 miles immedi- 
ately above the Trinity Dam. We own the most of it. It is in our 
project, and if that is not dredged before the dam goes in, well the 
gold will be lost forever very likely. However. we expect to have the 
operation completed on the properties that we own in the next 4 to 5 
years. 

Trinity County has a lot of other strategic minerals that will be 
deve loped some di ay, W e hope. We should be developing them now, 
There are, I underst: all 140 well-known manganese deposits and quite 
a number of chrome besides other minerals in Trinity County and in 
the State of California. The State is quite wealthy in undeveloped 
minerals. 

We will not stand in the way of the dam for the reason that we 
think it is one of the most feasible projects in the United States. 
There is too much good to be derived from the Central Valley project. 
The water is needed down there. It pretty nearly makes me cry when 
these floods come along and you see this water out of control, the water 
flowing into the ocean, wasted. I think if we get the steady flow below 
the dam, as I think it is written into the bill, it will help the mining 
industry and all other industries below, because they will have a steady 
yes arly flow of water in the summer, no matter what industry it. is, 
whether it is pulp mills or what. Along with the Klamath River and 
the water that flows below the dam there should be ample water to t: ake 

care of all future industries and water to waste. 

There are other mining properties above the dam besides ours. Most 
of them are kind of fooling along now waiting so they can operate 
economically in the future days. There is quite a bit of agriculture, 
Loo. 

We shouldn’t play dog-in-the-manger on it and just waste our 
water. We can’t use it: we can use a certain amount of it which I 
understand will be protected. 

I believe that is about all I have to say. When Mr. Delaney spoke, 
I did think he should put in that when we increase the flow of the 
water, the steady flow of water after the dam is built, it will help 
the fish life for the simple reason that the water will be cooler and 
the trout won’t get quite as wormy as they do now in the latter part 
of the summer. I believe it will help the fish life below the dam. 

Congressman AsprnaLu. I would suggest we permit the witness to 
strike the word “wormy,” as that doesn’t show California up in a 
very good light. 








| 
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Congressman Ener. Those fish get sunburned going over the 
riffles, and we need to put more water in there for t hem. 

Congressman Berry. One question | was wondering about. Do 
vou assume that a considerable amount of this placer mining will be 
completed by that time, or is the Government going to have to put 
up the cost of the minerals that may be covered in that taking area ¢ 

Mr. Youna. You mean onthe property that we own ¢ 

Congressman Brrry. Well, the taking area back of the dam, the 
land that is to be covered back of the d: in. 

Mr. You NG . We ll. OUTS, the Thi yor part of it. will be depleted. They 
are not going to build the dam in 1 vear, you know, and we hope ws 
will be able to complete ours. 

Congressman Berry. What percent of the area do you have ¢ 

Mr. Youna. Up to the mouth of Van Ness C Creek we have under 
lease, own most of it. It is patented ground. It was acquired along 
around, as a project, 19: 29 or 1930. 

Congressman Berry. What I am trying to get at, is the purchase of 
this taking area going to be expensive because of the mineral content 
not removed ¢ 

Mr. Youn. Well, I doubt it very much. I think if we have depleted 
our operation that it isn’t going to cost much to acquire the property 

Congressman Berry. What percent of the taking area do you own / 

Mr. Younc. Around 7 miles of the river. 

Congressman Berry. What percent is that of the taking area / 

Mr. Youna. This will practically all be flooded by the dam. 

Congressman Brrry. Your area covers almost all that will be 
tlooded ? 

Mr. Youne. No: the area flooded, I think. would run way above 
Trinity Center around the mouth of Covey Creek which would be 20 
miles, I would guess. We own about 7 miles directly above the dam. 

Congressman Berry. How far back would the water be backed up / 

Mr. Youne. In places it would run back a mile or more, I imagine. 

Congressman Berry. How far back of the dam will the water 
extend ? 

Mr. Youna. I should say around 20 miles. I think there are others 
that would know a little more about that than I 

Congressman Ena. I would like to tell the witness how delighted 
I am to see a lively and vigorous gold miner, one of the vanishing 
Americans, still around here and doing business. We are delighted 
to have you before this meeting. I hope you get the gold out of the 
bosom of the reservoir because we don't want to bury it under three 
or four hundred feet of water. 

Chairman Harrison. We will call Mr. A. D. Edmonston, State 
engineer of California. 

A. D. Epmonsron. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, my 
name is A. D. Edmonston, State engineer of California. I am appear- 
ing here at the invitation of the committee extended through a tele- 
gram from Mr. Engle to Governor Knight, dated April 7, 1954. Tam 
appearing here as a W itness for the State of California, Water Project 
Authority of California, and the department of public works. 

This statement with reference to the proposed Trinity River project 
is submitted by the State of California for the benefit of the members 
of your committee with the objective of giving you a brief history of 
the project, the activities of the State with reference to it and the 
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views and recommendations of the State on the Trinity River division, 
Central Valley project, ultimate plan, of the Secretary of the Interior, 
dated May 21952. 

Diversion of the waters of the Trinity River to the Sacramento 
Valley has been given consideration for many years. In 1924 a board 
of consulting engineers Was appointed by the Federal Power Com- 

ssl to Investigate and report to it upon a project then before the 
(ommission for diverting water from the Tru lity River to the Sac- 
ramento Valley. This board reported favorably upon such a diver- 
— that its advantages outweighed its disadvantages. 

er the years between 1925 and 1930 a number of plans for diversion 
( Te nity River to the Sacramento ong Basin were studied by 
7 e "St tate engineer's otlice. with the bjecti » of selec ‘ting one which 


) 
1 
i 


sion and 


would deliver water into the “fora at the Seal net cost per acre- 
foot. One of the plans was determined to be better in this regard 
than ar \ of the others studied and it was selected for inclusion in the 
State water os submitted to the State Legislature of 1931. This 
plan Is prese ‘et = vision of W: atel ; bee sources By il] etin No. 25, Re- 
port to Legislati fF 1931 onthe S » Water Plan, and is described 
n greater detedh in “Bullet n No. 36. Sacramento River Basin. The 
plan presented in Bulletin No. 26 differs in detail from the one pro- 
pe sed by the Secretary of the Interior in his report of May Z 1952, 
but both plans are the same in general features. The State water 
plan, including the Trinity River diversion, was approved by the 
slature in 1941 and became a part of the water code of the State 
of California. 
Other reports on the Klamath River followed that presented in 
Bulletin No. 25. One of these, prepared by the United States Forest 
Service for the Federal Power Commission in 1932, presented three 
plans for power development in the Klamath River Basin, including 


Trinity River diversion plan. Another is the report by the Chief 
of Engineers, United States Army, to the Secretary of War, dated 
October 14, 1933, in which it is stated that diversions from the upper 


rinitv River to the Sacramento Valle V. as contemp!: ited by the ¢ ‘ali- 
fornia State water plan, is cons dle red feasible. In 1945 a joint com- 
mittee on rivers and flood cont tro] of the State legislature, pursuant 
to legislat ive act of th: at ye , pre pared a re port to the leoisl: ature on 
the proposed Klamath and Tr inity River diversions and other projects 
in the Central Valley, which was prompted by investigations then 
being made by the Corps of Engineers and U nited States Bureau of 
Reclamation of such diversions. This report was not favorable to 
diversion from either the Klamath or Trinity River. 

The 1945 legislature, because of the objections of certain areas of 
the State to the diversion of the waters of the Klamath River Basin, 
neluding those of the Trinity River, from the basin, amended the 
State water code by removing from the State water plan the Trinity 
River diversion. No subsequent action has been taken by the legisla- 
ture with reference to reinstating the diversion in the plan. 

On July 30, 1927, following further study of the diversion of Trin- 
itv River water to the Sacramento River Basin, the State of Cali- 
fornia, through its department of finance, filed applications with 
the State division of water resources for the appropriation of water 
from the Trinity River for the development of power and for use for 
irrigation, domestic purposes, salinity control, and navigation, in the 
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Sacramento as San Joaquin Valleys. The applications request per- 
mission to store 1,540,000 acre-feet of water on the Trini ity River and 
the direct oe from river flow of 1,100 second-feet for power 
and 2,500 second-feet for the other uses. These applications are still 
in good standing. 

I might add at that point that all applications to appropriate water 
in California since 1914 have to be filed with the State engineer who is 
chief of the division of water resources for processing. Permits are 
issued and finally licenses when the water is put to beneficial use. 

Congressman AspinALL. How long will those applications remain 
in good standing under California procedure ? 

Mr. Epmonsron. I assume you are speaking of these State depart- 
ment of finance filings. They are in good standing for 4 years. Every 
t years legislation is passed to extend them, but they don’t require 
diligence, which will differ from other applications which are filed by 
other interests. 

Congressman Asprnatnt. Maybe I am not correctly advised, but I 
understand these applications were filed in 1927, is that right ? 

Mr. Epmonsron. Yes. 

Congressman AspinaLui. And they have been renewed every 4 years 
since then ? 

Mr. Epmonston. Yes 

Congressman Asprnatu. At the present time they are in good stand- 
Ing ¢ 

Mr. Epwonston. That is correct. 

Congressman Asprnatu. And as long as they are kept renewed un- 
less someone else comes in and gets a permit for immediate construc- 
tion or diversion or whatever it might be, that it can be done ad in- 
finitum. 

Mr. Epmonston. You mean carrying on these; yes. Of course, I 
will cover that point a little later in here about if this project is to go 
ahead under the auspices of the Federal Government, these applica- 
tions would have to be assigned to the United States. 

It is stated in bulletin No. 26 of the division of water resources in 
the discussion on the Trinity River diversion that about one-half of 
the water diverted to the Sacramento River Basin would be required 
for the irrigation of an area which lies in the plains along the west side 
of the Sacramento Valley from Red Bluff to Stony Creek. It is also 
stated in bulletin No. 26 that the T rinity River diversion is a necess: ry 
unit of the State water plan. 

In the review of the report of the Secretary of the Interior on a 

Comprehensive Plan for Water Resources Development, Central 

Valley Basin, Calif., dated Nove mber 1945, the following conclusions 
were included in the State’s comments: 

4. Complete and detailed studies should be made to determine the water re- 
quirements for beneficial uses of the waters of Trinity River in the Trinity River 
watershed and the amount of such waters which may be available for exporta- 
tion to the Sacramento Valley. 

5. There is no immediate need for the project in the interest of flood control 
or irrigation. 

6. Construction of the project should be deferred until (a) provision has been 
made for supplying the ultimate water requirements for beneficial uses of the 
waters of Trinity River in the Trinity River watershed, (0) there is a need for a 
now water supply outside the Trinity River watershed, (c) there is a demand for 
the electric power that can be developed by the project, and (d) the project can 
be economically justified. 
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On May 6, 1952, the State received from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, in accordance with the provisions of the Flood Control Act of 
1944 (Public Law 534, 78th Cong., 2d sess.) his proposed report on 
the Trinity River division, Central Valley project, ultimate plan, for 
the State’s views and recommendations thereon. On April 18, 1953, 
the State submitted its views and recommendations on the proposed 
report of the Secretary. The State recommended that the Trinity 
River diversion project be constructed subject to and in conformity 
with the concluding comments contained therein. The following are 
some of the pertinent comments: 

(a) The project works are engineeringly feasible and the project 
is financially feasible if the electric power and water produced by it 
are sold at proper and adequate prices to cover the annual costs 
thereof. 

(6) The diversion, storage, and utilization of water under the proj- 
ect must be in accord with the laws of California relating to water 
and water rights. 

(c) The applications of the State department of finance on file with 
the division of water resources to appropri: ite un: ippropriated water 
of the Trinity River for the purposes of the project would have to be 
assigned in part or in whole to the cons aaa agency. 

(¢@) Reservation should be made of sufficient water in Trinity River 
below the dams of the project for the maintenance and propagation 
of fish life and for future uses in Trinity River Basin and adjacent 
basins which may be served from it. It has been concluded that the 
Trinity River Diversion project will not reduce the usable water re 
sources of the Klamath River watershed to any appreciable degree. 

(e) In any plan for the diversion of water from the diversion from 
the Trinity River to the Sacramento River Basin for irrigation, pro- 
vision should be made for future use of a portion of such water to sup 
plement water supplies available from local streams to provide for 
the full requirements of the ‘Trinity River service area hereinbefore 
described and irrigable lands to the north of that area in Tehama and 
southern Shasta Counties. 

(f) The Trinity River diversion project will not reduce the power 
potential of the Trinity River. 

(7) Further studies should be made giving consideration to pos- 
sible revision of the diversion works of the Bureau of Reclamation’s 
proposed Trinity River division project, and their operation, with the 
objective of increasing the irrigation yield. 

(h) A comprehensive survey should be made of the ultimate water 
requirements for all purposes in the Trinity River Basin. 

It is recommended that the Trinity River project be constructed 
at the earliest practicable date provided that (a) adequate reserva- 
tion be made of water for present and future beneficial uses in the 
Trinity River watershed; (b) adequate reservation of water be made 
for present and future beneficial uses for irrigation and other purposes 
in Shasta and Tehama Counties and on the Sacramento Valley floor 
before any water developed by the project is exported out of the Sac- 

ramento River Basin; and (c) proper charges for water and power be 
established to render the project financially feasible. 

Congressman A. L. Mier. You are the State engineer for Cali- 
fornia? 

Mr. Epmonston. Yes, sir. 
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Congressman Mitier. And the Trinity River project would come 
under your supervision as far as applications for water are con 
cerned ¢ 

Mr. Epmonsron. Yes, sir, 

Congressman MILLER. ] notice the report dated Novembe 1945, 
concerning the Central Valley Basin said, “There is no immediate need 
for the project in the interest of flood control or irrigation.” Does 
that condition still exist ? 

Mr. Epmonston. I think not. The Sacramento Canals authorized 
for construction by the Congress, and there is water needed for those 
canals in addition to the water they will annually receive from the 
Central Valley project. However, Shasta made it in the neighbor- 
hood of 21 vears before additional Water would be required. 

Congressman Mitutrr. What percent of the water in northern Cali- 
fornia might originate in the Trinity watershed 7 

Mr. Epmonsron. I haven't that figure in mind at the moment, Dr. 
Miller. I will put it this way: the yield out of this project would be 
about 6 to 700,000 acre-feet of water. 

Congressman Minter. Would that be 10 perceni ? 

Mr. Epmonsron. Approximately 70-odd million acre-feet in the 
average runoff off California. 

Congressman Minurr. OF northern California. 

Mr. Eymonstron. No, off California. About 40 percent of that is in 
the north coast, which would mean 25 or 30 million acre-feet, maybe 
535 million acre-feet in the north coast area. 

Congressman Mintver. Is some of the water in the Trinity area un- 
appropriated water now / 

Mr. Epmonston. Oh yes, a substantial part of it. 

Congressman Minter. Not used, goes to the ocean without being 
used / 

Mr. Epmonstron. It is a small part that is applied for irrigation 
or domestic use. 

Congressman Mintier. In using this water you contemplate a dam 
some place. You didn't Say where—where would the dam be? 

Mr. Epmonsron. The same as the Bureau of Reclamation location, 
Fairview. 

Congressman Miner. How large would that dam be? 

Mr. EDMONSTON. It will store various S1Zes have | een proposed 
from a million and a half up to over two million acre-feet. I don’t 
know whether the Bureau of Reclamation has decided upon the exact 
size. 

Congressman Minier. To fill that dam you bring water from the 
Trinitv watershed to the Sacramento watershed / 

Mr. Epmonsron. The storage is on the Trinity River, and then 
there is a diversion dam proposed below the storage dam known as the 
Lewiston Dam, and then tunnels brought into powerplants located on 
the Sacramento side. 

Congressman MILLER. Would that bring water from one watershed 
to another watershed / 

Mr. Epmonston. That is correct. 

Congressman Minter. Have you any law in the State which says 
vou can't do that? We have one in Nebraska. Has the law been inter- 
preted sufliciently so you know you can bring water from one water- 
shed to another? 


19061 54 5 








30 TRINITY RIVER DEVELOPMENT 


Mr. EpMONSTON il = DD he done al cl ileas Pe) done. 

Congressman Minter. That point has never been raised 4 

Mr. Epwonsron. I don’t know going back into the legal history. 
I know it is being done and has been done. 

Congressman Minter. You propose to store 1,540,000 acre-feet of 


ter, which is cons deral le water. What about the electric power 
rates’ You say they should be such as to make the project financially 
feasible. Do vou know what rat for powel would be necessary to 
make the project financially feasible 4 


Mir. EpmMonstron. About 6 mills, at the powerplant 

Congressman Mitier. Do vou know what the rate is presently out 
if Shasta Dam / 

Mi Ie IMONSTON. It is be ne sold TO CE rta agencies for al out four 


anda half mills at the end of the transmission line 


Congressman Minier. Do you know whether this is the average or 
whether some is sold for less than that / Do vou know or is there 
someone who ould owive wus that heure. 

Mr. Epmonsron. I think the Sacramento Municipal Utilities Dis 
trict. They have a contract with them. My recollection is that it 
uverages 414 mills, I) Cl 2a representative of . (7. & K. here, and 


Coneressman Miner. Is that at the bus bat 

Mr. EpMonston No, at the end of the transmissio} lines, which is 
about 200 miles. 

Congressman Mitiuer. The witness cant answer some of these ques- 
tions, but before we are through, | would appreciate it 1f someone could 


lth nk the price fou power a sola at Lracv is 41 Hh) |] 
/ 


a“ 


answer the question trates on generation of power proposed, gvenera- 
tion from the proposed Trinity dam and also the present price of power 
from Shasta and who DUYS It. 

Mr. EpmMonsron. The Bureau of Reclamation people are here and 
could answer those details on the price of the power from Shasta. I 
might add that in the Secretary's report in connection with the finan- 

ial analysis of this parti ular project. the price of 5149 mills was used. 

Congressman Muiuier. I thought you said it was 414 at the end. 

Mr. IK pDMONSTON. It is 41 on the Central Valley proje ‘'t for power 
at the end of the line. The analys s of the Trin C\ River project in the 
Secretary's report used the price of 5! 

Congressmal IEnGLE. May I Say that we didnt vet too technical on 
this because the Bureau witnesses only gave the physical properties. 

Congressman Mituer. | think vou are right. [I am concerned about 
the power rate because I have been under the impression that the power 
from Shasta Dam has been sold at a rate hardly to be justified on the 
basis of present day prices and business methods. In Nebraska we find 
we are in trouble when we start selling our power at the old rate and are 
not able to justify some irrigation project and other things we do be- 
cause of the low rate that was established for power. I was wondering 
whether you were running into the same problem in California. I 
will drop that line of questioning. I think that covers it. 

One other question: Your State water board, and you as the engineer 
and those in California now dealing with the water problems, do en- 
dorse the Trinity River project / 

Mr. Epmonston. Yes, with these provisions as to the allocation of 
water to certain areas. 


1q mils. 
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Congressman Mitten. Do you know if there are objections from 
other groups in California relative to the construction of the Trinity 
River project ¢ 

Mr. Epmonsron. Yes, there are groups in the north coast who hav 
objected in the past. 

Congressman Miter. Are they objecting now / 

Mr. Epmonsron. Well, we haven't heard from them today, Dr. 
Miller. They may be here. 


Congressman Mitter. Are there some here? Let’s see the hands 
ot those who do ( biect ‘J here ure quite a good contingent here, 

Congressman Donoy AN. | notice on page :) ot vou repr rt that yo 
say that there was a legislative report 1 1945 that was unfavorab! 


I 
1 mp } 


to diversion from either the Klamath or Trinity River: and I als 
notice on page t of your statement that in 1952 the State took a po 
tion that was favorable to this. Now is if reasonable for me to co! 
lude that there is a little conflict between the legislative position a 
acted in 1945 and the executive department position as expressed 


QW o7 


Mr. EpMonstron. Well, there could be. 


Congressman Lx NOVAN, l usked the questlo is it re isonabl fo 
to suppose ¢ Asa matter of fact, isn’t there a conflict ? 


Mr. Epwtonsron. On the face of it that is true. but the matter a 

as | know ha n't come Up for the legislature to pass upon the mat 
ter since that time. 

Congressman Donovan. But as far as the record is concerned tl 
egislative position is as it Was in 1945? 

Mr. EymMonston. That is correct. 

(Congressman DONOVAN. Against the whole proposition ? 

Mr. Epmonston. They took it out of the State water plan. 

Congressman Donovan. Could you tell this committee why, and ] 
in quoting- 

subsequent action has been taken by the legislature with reference to re 


ating the diversion in the plat 


thout voing too de ply nto the State polity Sot it. 

Mr. Epmonstox. You mean why it hasn’t been taken up / 

Congressman Donovan. Is it traceable to a difference of opinior 

n “tate politic or is that too difficult ? 

Mr. Epmonston. I can’t answer that question. 

Congressman Donovan. Does that require political speculation 

Mr. Epmonsron. Mr. Donovan, it has never, as far as I know. come 
up before the legislature since that time for consideration. 

Congressman Yorry. Mr. Edmonston, in this 1945 report you made 
the statement that “There is no immediate need for the project in the 
interest of flood control or irrigation.” Now if you consider that 
the San Luis project would be dependent upon our getting additions] 
water in the whole Central Valley from the Trinity, then this state 
ment would no longer be true, would it ? 

Mr. Ep monston. If there was a need for water in the San Lui 
area that would be true, Mr. Yorty, but I want to emphasize the poit 
the water brought over here mn the amount of SIX or seven hundred 
thousand feet in the Sacramento Basin the areas in the Saerament: 
Basin, in my opinion (and that is the provision should have the first 
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call on that water, because it is the logical source of water for areas 
in Shasta and Tehama Counties. 
Congressman Yorry. There isn’t any question of the policy of our 


state } 


protecting the are a of origi 1. is there ? 
Mr. Ke DMONSTON, ‘| hatis correct 

Congressman Yorry, Assuming that that is done, isn’t it true that 
without getting additional water from the Trinity, you would have 
difficulty in getting enough water for the San Luis project 4 

Mr. Epmonsron. No. , 

Coner sssman Yorry. Is there enough water without the Trinity 

» buil 1 the San Luis and make it feasible from the standpoint of 

ater supply / 

Mr. Kpmonston. There are two ways the water could be served to 
the west side of the San Joaquin Valley. There are over 1,800,000 
neres of land in the west side of the San Joaquin V alley that require 
ultimately about 3.200.000 acre-feet of water. Water flowing out of 
the delta into the San Francisco Bay 6 or 8 months of the year could 
he diverted out of the delta at sea level and pumped up to the San 
Luis Rese voir for storage and use on those west lands. 

Also, there is a State project authorized by the State legislature in 
1951 known as the Feather River project which comprises a dam on 
the Feather River 700 feet high which would compound 3,500,000 
acre-feet of water. Also in connection with that project the canal 
would take out of the delta and deliver water on the west side of the 
San Joaquin Valley at the elevation of 400 feet and at a higher eleva- 
tion and continue on and deliver water into southern California. That 
is another possible source of water supply for these lands. 

Congressman Yortry. Without the Feather River project, as the 
Central Valley project now stands, and without the Trinity, you say 
there isenough water for the San Luis project / 

Mr. I “DMONS N. Vou: haa dled I a certal Way. You see, water 
taken out 6 to 8 months of the vear, floodwaters flowing into the San 
Francisco Bay, waste waters that could be diverted and pumped 
through a canal, or utilizing the excess capacity of the Delta-Men 
dota Canal into the San Luis Reservoir ar into another reservoir site 
known as Avenal Gap site. 

Congressman Yorry. That would be enough for salinity control in 
the delt Larea / 

Mr. Epmonstron. Ye 

Congressman Yorry. Would vou be inclined to grant the permits 
and the licenses for the use of this Trinity water whether or not the 
State water plan was changed by the legislature ? 

Mr. Epmonsron. Well, under certain conditions. The first step I 
will answer this way: These filings are made by the State department 
of finance. The re juest would have to come to the State de ‘partment 
of finance for an assignment. As has been in the past, the State 
department of finance would ask the State engineer for a recommenda- 
tion on the matter, and if the plan of the United States is in accord 
with the State water plan, why then the assignment would be 
recommended. 

Congressman Yorry. But you said it has been taken out of the 
State water plan, and what I want to know is do we have to go back 
and get that plan changed to include this project before we can go 


— 


or 
] 


ahead ? 
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Mr. EDMONSTON, Well, I don’t know as Lean answer that. 

Congressman Yorry. I think we ought to get a direct answer. I 
can't tell whether you are for or against the project, and I am dis 
turbed by your testimony. . 

Mr. Epmonsron. I think it is very clear. It should be built at the 
earliest practicable date. Ll am for the project pro\ led that these 
reservations ot water be made and It may he heal elally feasible fou 
the proper charges of water and power, 


Congressman Yorry. Let me ask you this: Do we have to have this 


included in the State water plan before you will grant the licenses for 
the use of this water in this project? I hope that is not the ease. but 


sa I ne 
I would like to get an answer 


Mr. Epwonsron. Well, my offhand opinion you would not, but I 
would want to have a check wit] our attorne i little further. 

Congressman Yorry. I woul | like to suggest lat he have the check 
and supply us with the information later to save time now. 

Chairman Harrison, Do that and forward the information for ou 


{ l 
record, 


t} 


Coneressman INGLE. Mr. Edmonston, you refer to these reserva 
tions which are essentially matters of reserving water for the areas 
of origin. Why do you do that addressing to a congressional com 
mittee when this water resource belongs to the State of California 
and the obligation for the d sposition of that water resource is with 
the State and not with the congressional committee. We can’t reserve 
Water. You fellows have to make the allocation don’t vou, and 
unless you are foing to make them we are not FoOIng to build this 
project. 

] have asked a que tion: Why he puts the moi key on our shoulder 
about the alloc ations of this water. 

Congressman Donovan. Is this a means of getting around and cir 
cumventing the position that the California State Legislature took ? 

Mr. EpmMonsron. Well, it isn’t intended that way. 

Congressman Donovan. But it could be worked out that way. It 
could be used that way ¢ 

Mr. Epmonston. It might be. 

Congressman Ener. I didn’t get an answer to the question T asked. 
We will admit the proper charges for water and power should be estab 
lished, and “adequate reservation be made of water for present and 
future beneficial uses in the Trinity River watershed;” we are cer 
tainly voing to write into the bill provisiol is to how the reservoir 
vill be operated to maintain downstream flows: also adequate reser 
vations for present and future beneficial uses, irrigation, and so forth, 
in Shasta and Tehama Counties. My comment is that it is the func 
tion of the State government to make the assignments of water. The 
Iederal Government building these projects 1s subj <tL to the proper 
allocation of water by the State agencies. We have never said the 
Federal Government owned a bucket full of wate except what 
Was assigned to it by the State or what it has kept in trust for the 
uses of the people of the state of California under the plans approved 
by the Federal Government and the State avency. 





Congressman Derry. Just one question to follow up a little further 
the questions Dr. Miller asked. Your recommendations are that if 
these three reservations are taken care of, you recommend the proj 
ect, and the third is that “proper charges for water and power be 
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established to render the project financially feasible.” Then you met 
oned the fact that under vour figures a charge of 6 mills should be 
le for that power in orde rtomake it feasible 

Mir. le pMONSTON. ‘| hat Ss correct. That Is our best estimate based 
on the cost of 2 or 3 years ago. 

Congressman Berry. It wouldn’t be any less because the costs are 
not decrea sing. 

Mr. Epmonsron. Not substantially. However, there are jobs Fong 

w that are considerably under the engineer’s estimate. 

ian Berry. The Bureau of Reclamation has recommended 
i charge of 51 ° mills for feasil lity. 

Mr. Epmonston. I haven’t seen that figure. I quoted a figure of 

9 mills in the report that we reviewed. 

Congressman Yorry. I just want toclear up one matter. There isn't 
ny question but what the Trinity project would make more water 
available for the Central Valle y project. That is correct, isn’t it ? 

Mr. EpmMonston. That is correct. 

Congressman Yorry. Then the chances of the San Luis project 

ould be enhanced by the Trinity project, isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Epmonston. It would be if the reservations are not made for 

iter for these areas in Shasta and Tehama Counties. 

Congressman Yorry. Now the San Luis project is depending upo1 
water being available for it, partly at least-—— 

Mr. Epmonston. Pardon me- 

Congressman Yorty (continuing). For the San Luis project there 
must be water, and if there is more water available for the Central 


Congressn 


V illey project, the chances for the West San Joaquin Canal are bet- 
ter, aren’t they ¢ 
Mi. Epmonston. Yes, that is true. 
Co gressman Mitzter. I was wondering about another thing. On 
\pril 15, 1953, the State submitted its views and recommendations on 
Lhe p Opos ed re hd of the secretary of Interior, and the State recom 
niel ds that the Trn lity R ver diversion project he constructed subject 
to certain reservations, an l you name them “{ 1)’ through e(f}."'’ Bhe 
last comment “(A)” reads: “A comprehensive survey should be made 


of the ultimate water requirements for all purposes in the Trinity 
River Basin.” Has that been made? 

Mr. Epmonsron. That is being made at the present time by the 
state engineer’s office in accordance with the direction of the legi sla- 
re which appropriated $175,000 for the surve iV. 

Congressman Mixer. Is there a little conflict between you and the 
Bureau of Reclamation as to what should and what should not be done ? 

Mr. Epmonston. Not on the general engineering plan. We believe 
the features are substantially the same. We believe the size of the 
Fairview Reservoir should be less than the Bureau has recommended 
and there are a few other minor details. 

Congressman Minuer. It seems to me these reservations vou have to 

ttle must be done on the State level before the committee can take 
any positive action. You shouldn't come to the Congress and say, 
“Well, here are some problems for you to settle for us.” : 

Mr. Epmonston. Those are our views. If it isn’t in the province of 
this ¢ ommitte e 

Congressman Minier. You submit it as comments and reservations 


1] 


to be handled he fore the project 1S finally approved ana nt leg ‘ Toul 


, 
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of them belong With you as State engineer and vour State legis] iture 
and your State water board. You should solve these local problems 
before you come to Congress and say “we want this project. 

Congressman AspinaLL. Just following our chairman's questions 
and statement, | want to be sure I understand this statement made by 
the witness. You have set forth these different reservations from (a) 
to (h) in your statement, but then you make the statement “It is rec 
ommended” and you only state three reservations. Now as I under 
stand what you mean, it is that as far as the executive department of 
the State of California is concerned, at the present time there are just 
three reservations that are contained in the last paragraph which you 
have submitted, is that correct ? 

Mr. Epmonstron. That is correct. 

Congressman ENGLrE. I Say that those things are the responsibility 
of the State instead of the Federal Government and I concur with Dr. 
Miller 100 percent. It’s up to the State of California to get off the 
dime and quit shilly-shallying on this project. If the State won’t make 
the allocations of the water, the project isn’t going to be built. Let’s 
get that straight on the record and plain. 

Congressman AsprnaLu. I join with my colleague from California. 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you, Mr. Edmonston, for your testi 
mony. 

The committee will stand adjourned until 2:30. 


\FTERNOON SESSION 


Chairman Harrison. The meeting will come to order. The next 
witness will be William H. MacKinnon. 

Winniam H. Mackinnon. Mr. Chairman and congressional com 
mittee, I live in the Redding Reservoir area. | represent a majority 
of the citizens that live in the reservoir area, and they have asked me 
on their behalf to tell you the economie situation that we have been 
unde sr for the last » or 6 years since this dam has become a possibility. 

We represent _ an investment in that reservoir area, and as Mrs. 
Melquist told you, ein a point of, you might say, st ronatiol We 
cannot with fustific ation Peesena our businesses or make improvements 
that really are necessary, because the dam will come in and our etforts 
would be useless. We also are at the point where we can't sell our prop 
ert ies, Therefore, when possible prospects eome along we are bound to 
tell the prospects that the dam nay come today or may come 10 yeal 
from now, and consequently, they are not interested. Therefore, we 
are, from an economic point of view, much in favor of this thin 
coming along and having its settled. 

Prior to maybe 10 years ago many of us were opposed to the dam. 
We didn’t want to be taken fron ur homes or from our businesse 
but from an economic standpoint, we have had to reverse our situation ; 
and then of course, as Mrs. Melquist so well stipulated, the benefits 
from this project will be so great to the rest of the State of California 
that rr gardless of our own economic condition, we would be glad to 
foster it and hop e it will meet with your approval. 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much, a MacKinnon. The 
next witness will be Mr. Loyd Karrer from the Trinity Board 
Supervisors. 

Loyp L. Karrer. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 


am submitting the following on behalf of a number of my constituents 


oO 
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who are property owners in the area proposed to be inundated by the 
‘onstruction of the dam which will divert some of the waters of the 
rrinity River to the Sacramento Valley. 

As you may know, iret district embraces pr vctically all of the area 
that will be Hooded y n the Trini It\ division of the Central Valley 
project is ae a 

I should like to point out to the committee that the properties of 
the people within the reservoir area toa large extent represent the 
life work and savings of several generations. In view of this fact I 
believe it is interest Ing to note that the vast majo It\ of these property 
owners are willing to give up their properties, realizing that by so 


doing, the food of the most of the people over the longest period of 
time will be served. These people, of course, have at all times been 


assured that the best interests of their county will be protected 1 in the 
legislation which will authorize this proposed project. 

Attached hereto are the signatures of a large m: jority of the peop le 
who in the sprrit of 03, dete believe that the Trinity division of 
the Central Valley project should be constructed without further delay. 
A brief description of the properties accompanies the signatures. 

On behalf of my constituents and myse If IT should like to congratu 
late you gentlemen on the splendid tenor of your heari 
1 Redding. Calif., on the 16th Cay ol April. 
(Signatures of constituents as follows:) 


ne conducted 


1! 


W. HL. MacKinnon 156 acres in sec. 97 W. 36 N. R. 7 2188 square feet modern 
home, garage, guest house, outbuildings, 2 and 3 room cabins, 2 water systems. 

Mrs. Loda Van Matre Foster—interest in Van Matre ranch at Minersville. 

Mrs. Leo Post—Restaurant, grocery, and living quarters and small amount 
property. 


Eugene G. Tapie—S0O feet of business frontage in Trinity Center and 180 
acres unimproved ranch property in township area 
Harry W. and Vera H. Hannan—1 house, three-quarter acre; 1 house, 2 acres; 


1 house, seven-eighths acre. 

Wim. C. Foster, Jr. and Loda E. Foster, joint tenants. 1 grocery store, filling 
station, meat market; 5 dwelling houses, 4%4 acres good land; 15 inches deeded 
water rights, including 2,900 feet 8-inch pipeline on water system; also one-fifth 
interest in Trinity Farm & Cattle Co. 

Byrd Rodgers—one-third interest, R. & G. Lumber Co. 

John Earl and sister, Mrs. Mary P. Nevin, SO acres, ranch and timber, 
deeded land. 

Catherine K. Ralston and Stewart W. Ralston—1,000-acre ranch, resort of 
which the entire irrigated meadowland will be inundated. 

Juanita Hensley and Hugh Hensley—grocery store and tavern, 9.2 acres pat- 
ented land, 1 home and § rentals 

Ona Teitzel and Stanley Teitzel—30 acres patented land on the river, a home, 
2 rentals, and 290 acres in the county. 

Fairview Placers by A. D). Soule, office manager—1,050 acres (approximately ) 
on and along Trinity River Campsite consisting of 15 residences, 1 shop, 2 
warehouses, 1 office, and 1 recreati hall 

Van Ness Bros. by Elbert Van Ness, Five Pines Mines—about 250 acres mining 
and timberland 

W. E. Laurence—4-room house, 8 acres of ground 

Edwin W. and Maude F. Scott, joint tenants—over SSO acres of land over 
half of which is improved and irrigated with water from Swift Creek. The 
property has a riparian water right which has been in use for over 65 years 
Also ranch resort, capacity 70 persons, consists of 24 guest cabins and other 
houses besides S other buildings used in connection with ranch and resort. 
All will be inundated. All the improved land and part of the timberland will 
be inundated by the upper lake. 

Andrew J. and Maude H. McKay—joint tenants own two residences in the town 
of Trinity Center which would be inundated by the proposed Trinity River 
diversion dam. 
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Clyde and Ethel G. Bonner—joint tenants to 559 acres of improved ranch 
property. 

Gertrude Kellar—1 home, 3 rental units, 175 acres 

Marion and Mary Rae Dickey—joint tenants, home, two-thirds acre and extra 
cabin. 

Karle H. Smith—-18 acres and house 

Gordon F. MackKenzie—house and lot 

Frank Pierce—160 acre improved ranch and mining property 

Hi. McHenry—s0 acres mining property and improvements 


Lewis N. Denison—5% acres and home and interest in Van Matri Ranch 

L. C. and Agnes M, Hoffman—joint tenants, 1 garage, service station, snack 
shop, 8 dwelling houses, 1 acre land 

George F. and Charlotte Hatcher—joint tenants, house and 4 rental units 
and 10 acres cf land 

Frank Gifford & Son molding and lumber remanufacturing business, by Mrs 
Frank Gifford 

Melvin Foster, secretary and manager of Trinity Farm & Cattle Co., at 
Trinity Center—600 acres of improved ranch and meadowlands, with a total 
of 4,100 acres in Trinity County 

Melvin and Evelyn Foster—Home and 1 acre lot. 

Mr. and Mrs. R. C. Glassbury—residence Trinity Center and interest in busi 
ness R. & G. Lumber Co 

Millis Rodgers—partner, R. & G 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Greeneisen—tTrinity Center. Calif., 160 acres of im 
proved ranch property. ; 

Chairman Tlarrtson. We will proceed to the Sacramento Canal 
group which will be represented by Mr. Virgil O'Sullivan. 

Viraiz O’Sutiivan. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I 
have a short written statement which I wish to submit at the close of 
my remarks, but I thought first that I should state who I am and 
who of the committee that I represent. 

The Sacramento Valley Irrigation Committee is the committee that 
was organized some 6 years ago to get the authorization and construe- 
tion of three canals in the Sacramento River to take water from 
Shasta Dam. The area which I represent, and which this committee 
represents, is shown on the map by this yellow area along the west 
border of the Sacramento River Basin: also by a strip on the east side 
of the Sacramento River Basin serviced by what is known as the Red 
Bluff-Vina Canal. The two canals on the west side service these two 
red lines here signifying the canals that service the west side. 

Now it may seem at this time strange that someone interested in the 
water in the Sacramento Valley would also be advocating a project 
which would eall for the sending of three or four hundred thousand 
acre-feet of water to the San Joaquin. However, we are faced with 
this situation with our canals project. We have an allocation of about 
300,000 acre-feet of water reserved in the Shasta Dam to service our 
canals. The canals project, when it reaches its full potential, will 
require 600,000 acre-feet of water. It will be necessary then for us 
to have some of the water from the Trinity River division or some 
other project to service us and the lands which we represent. The 
service area of these canals is about 200,000 acres. 

The board of directors of the Sacramento Irrigation Committee 
is made up of people who are farmers and businessmen in public life 
in the 3 or 4 counties, Colusa, Glenn, and Tehama, the counties that 
cover the area that I have just described on the map. 

Our interest in the construction of the Trinity River development 
is based on three main points. The first is that additional storage 
will be necessary in order that we have sufficient water to pro\ ide for 
the fullest development of the Sacramento Canal service area. Now 
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there is another angle to the upp’ In@ Of water to our canals, and 
it is this: additional watel supp needed in the southern part 
of the State. We know that and we bite also that this project will 
not be feasible unless it develops the some million acre-feet of water 
ind there has to be a sale for the balance. At the present time the 
frinity River division, as far as our studies have gone, is the most 
feas ble project which could be for. Sa sup] plementa ry Sujy pply of water 
to make up this 600,000 acre-feet th: it we will have to h: ave eveatu lly. 

In supporting the construction of the project, the committee re alizes 
the need for additional water over and above that which we need in 
the valley canals, and we realize also that our use of that water will 
not be required for some time. In other words, we can’t use that extra 
water right away. We've got some water available from the Shasta 


Reservo ir, but we know also from recent tuclis s that some ot that 
water we thought we were going to have head ing used by users on the 


Sacramento River; so it may be that our 300,00 ) acre-feet will not be 
there when we have a call for it, not all of it in any case. We feel 
that if the project is authorized and is to be constructed that there 
SHOUT be Written mnto the leg lat oh two Ol ditions: one of them 
that there should be the strongest possible safeguards written in the 
law in the legislation guaranteeing that the ultimate needs of the 
Sacramento Valley areas and the areas of origin will be taken care 
oi and protected ; and second, that the supplies allocated to the west 
side of the San Joaquin Valley be drawn only from the surplus. 

After consideration we feel that we concur in the previous findings 
made by the Bureau of Reclamation relati¥e to the physical plan of 
construction and operation of the division. ‘The comniittee respect- 
fully requests that when the final legislation is drawn that the north- 
ern California valleys, that is, the Sacramento Valley and the areas of 
origin, that is Trinity and Shasta Counties, be protected ; but specifi- 
cally we are here to protect the Counties of Tehama, Butte, Glenn, and 
Colusa. And we request that that area be included as part of the serv- 
ice area of this protect ion. 

We don’t maintain a dog-in-the-manger attitude toward the de- 
velopment of this project, and we don’t believe that the waters of this 
watershed are our waters in the sense that we can hang on to them 
and keep them without putting them to beneficial use. We do feel that 
the waters of the Sacramento and the waters of the Trinity should be 
coordinated and their uses distributed where it would do the most 
good and at the same time safeguarding the full development of the 
Sacramento Valley canal 

Congressman Miturr. Would your group enter into a repayment 
contract for your proper share of the cost. of the project Y 

Mr. O’Sutrivan. May I say this: I believe that we would be re- 
quired to, and I think I can answer that question “Yes,” because it will 
be a part of the Central Valley project. Under that when the con- 
tracts are written for the use of this water we will have to bear our 
share of the cost of the entire project. My answer to that would be 
oy ec 99 

Congressman Rrean. I would like to get a little more light. Right 
now you have 200,000 acres in cultivation in your association. 

Mr. O’Sunuivan. No. we do not. ; 

Congressman Rroan. What do you have ? 
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Mr. ( St LLIVAN, \\ e have ZOUUOU acres Of service area which have 
not received a drop of water. 

Congressman Rrecan. How much do you have in your area ? 

Mr. O’Sutuivan. We have nothing within the canals service area. 
Probably there are 50,000 acres that are getting an adequate supply 
of water from ground and other sources. 

Congressman Rroan. Did I understand you to say you might need 
600,000 acre-feet annually ¢ re 

Mr. O’Su.ttivan. Yes. 

Congressman Rrcan. Do you want the Government to put in this 
proj et and hold 600,000 acre-feet of water available to vou if and when 
you need it without paying for it, or what is your idea about that ? 

Mr. O’SuLiivan. First, we would not require 600,000 acre-feet. 

Congressman Rrean. I thought you wanted that much reserved. 

Mr. O’Sunnivan. Around 300,000 acre-feet. 

Congressman Rrean. You want this plan to serve you with that 
much water / 

Mr. O’Sutitivan. Ye 

Congressman Rrean. And from the initial installation of the proj 
ect do vou plan on paving your pro rata share? 

Mr. O'Sunuivan. We wouldn’t get it until the project is completed ; 
sn't that true? 

Congressman Regan. Of course, but you want to use It when it 

ompleted. You would have use for it ? 

Mr. O’SULLIVAN. Yes. 

Congressman Rrean. And pay for it on your pro rata basis ? 

Mr. OSULLIVAN. Yes, we would expect to pay for that water. 


STATEM Ors MENTO \ IRR rie ( MMIUTTEI 
¢ ad oof dire é S 1 Valle Irrig ion ¢ ! tte 
nonprofit organization composed of farmers and businessmen of the counties of 
! ma, Butte, Glenn, and Colusa, have authorized this statement presenta 
on to your subcommittee 
| Our inter n construction of tl I tiver «ck elopn nt is based on these 
main pomts 
| 1. That additional storage will be necessary to provide water enough 
illest devele pment of the Sacramento Valles Canals service area in the north 
Sacramento Valley 
2. That additional water suy ire needed for the various areas under the 





Central Valley project, particulal in the western San Joaquin Valley 
3. That the Trinity represents the most feasible reclamation development fro1 
an economic standpoint in California 


The committee, in supporting construction of the Trinity, realizes that the 


need for additional water (over and above that which will be made available 
from the existing Central Valley proje sources for the Sacramento Canals) 
will not be necessary for some time, but 

1 It requests the stronges possible safeguards he written into any legisla 
tion, guaranteeing that the ultimate needs of the Sacramento Valley an he 


areas of origin be protecte l 


’. That supplies allocated to the west side of the San Joaquin Valley be 
drawn from surplus waters only 

Further, the committee concurs in previous findings made by the Bureau of 
Reclamation relative to the physical plan for constructing and operating the 
Trinity River division of the Central Valley project 

If. when the Trinity River division is reauthorized, the committee respectfully 
requests that the northern California Valley specifically the counties of 
Tehama. Butte, Glenn, and Colusa—be included as a portion of the service area 
of the project 

The committee does not maintain a dog in the manger attitude, and does not 
believe that the diverted waters of the Trinity River are the special province 
of northern Sacramento Valley areas. But it does point out that : large 
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scale exportation of Trinity River water to the south will force even heavier 
draughts on the upper Sacramento, The committee believes that the waters of 
the two streams should be coordinated fully, and that equitable plans for dis- 
tribution be made to the benefit of the entire central valleys 


Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much, Mr. O'Sullivan. The 
mext witness will be Mr. Jack Rodner, representing a San Joaquin 
valley group. 

Mr. R pNer. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
am Jack W. Rodner, manager of the Westlands Water District, the 
west side of the San Joaquin Valley, having an area of approximately 
£00,000 acres. In addition, I have been asked to represent oh that 
side of the valley an additional 100,000 acres of the west side that les 
j ist above that, making a total of half a million acres of farmland. 
_ a lition, I happen to be executive secretary of the Califormans for 

Trini ty, Sacramento, San Luis group that have been working to 


et t are t authorized. 

Since I know how busy this committee is and how time consuming 
these Divisions are, I will submit written testimony, but I will say 
that if the committee wishes to have additional questions that I may 
not he able to answer 1n detail, Il have with me John Valley ot the 
Central bl Valley Empire: Mr. Frank Gaynor, from out in the center 
of the area; Charles Hellgen, president of the San Luis Water District 
and one of re districts which embraced part ot the west side area 
badly in need of water: Mr. R. A. MeDonald, chief enelneer of the 
Tulare Storage Lake: and Ray Provo, of the Producers Cotton Oil 
Co. In addition, I have Mr. Loben Sels, a member of our board of 
directors of the Westlands Water District. 

Before presenting the written testimony to the committee I would 
like to just give a thumbnail sketch, because I was left with the im- 
pression this morning that perhaps our need was not as great in the 
San Joaquin Valley as might be indicated. We have this half-million 
acres that are getting water at the present time almost entirely from 
vells. Those wells in 1933 and 19: 7 were pumping from a depth of 
slightly over 200 feet. Today we are pumping from an average depth 
of 425 feet. Just day before vesterday a certain man was in my office 
telling me of a well he had just finished, and that well cost him. ready 
to operate, $73,000. That is a rather staggering amount of money, in 
my opinion, for one well. The deep wells for the last several years 
have been dropping at the rate of about 2414 feet per year, and it 
doesn’t take much to visualize that we are going to be out of business 
in the very near future unless we do secure supplementary service sup- 
ply of water. Our interest in the Trinity stems from the fact that 
the Federal Government has already constructed the facilities to a 
point practically adjacent to our upper edge of these lands I am tell- 
ing you about; and we are just at the end of that pipeline and it is 
the only possible source that we see wherein we can get water quickly 
enough to keep that agricultural empire—and it is an agric ultural 
empire—from going back pretty largely to desert 

Our underground recharge is, according to studies which have been 
made, about 213,000 acre-feet. Last year, as close as | could compile it, 
from 1,300 wells we are pumping out 1 million acre-feet a year. When 
you consider that that area alone which only represents initial fea- 
tures, is producing something in excess of $50 million worth of crops 
annually, the impact on our valley and the State, and perhaps to the 
Nation, is rather important. So I just want to reemphasize that 
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maybe we are the poor stepehil lren down there, but we certainly 
need the water. I will sup pent the Trinity people, and we do not 
want to take water that will be beneficially used in the north: but we 
would be grateful for any and all water we can get down into that area 
that isn’t going to be used in the countries of origin in northern 
California. 

Chairman Harrison. Any question from the committee ? 

Co hgressihah Y« ye Mr. Rodnei r’, all of these people you have men 
tioned in your group are all agreed, are they not, that the suceess of 
the Trinity project is very vital to your San Luis project / 

Mr. Ropner. That is very definite. The people I represent are prac 
ti ‘ally 100 ] vercent on that commitment. 

C angressman Yorry. How long do you suppose you coul + continue 
to plunp water economic: ally to make possib le to pump 1 over in 
your area unless vou get that water t: cain p? 

Mr. Ropner. I will admit that what I would have to give you would 
be an estimate on it. But I can tell you that certain wells which have 
been operated since the war are being se aled otf this vear because they 
have reached the pot that between tvs prices and ‘the increasing 
cost. of pumping due s » depth and increased power costs make it 
impractical to operate those wells and farm the land. 

Congressman Yorry. Now the State e 


rineer mm his ctitement this 


morning stated from a report of 1945 in which thev said there is no 
unmediate need for the project in the interest of flood control or irri 
oation. Now all of your group are 1 lj iwreement Ww th that 7 

Mr. Ropner. In complete disagreement with that. IT would like to 
submit to the committee these 2 statements, 1 from J. E, O'Neill who 


president of the Westlands Water District, and 1 from Gilbert H. 


Jertbere’ who is the attormey for our cistriet. 


STATEMENT OF J. E. O'NEILI 


I am submitting the following facts and information in support of a request 
by my district for a surface water supply through the extension of the present 
facilities of the Central Valley project of California In order that the west 
side of the San Joaquin Valley might benefit from such facilities, it will be 
necessary to provide for the construction of facilities that will permit diversion 
of ci portion of the surplus waters of the Trinity River into the Sacramento drain 
age. From that point to the proposed site of the pumping plant on the Delta- 
Mendota Canal that would lift Sacramento River water to a reservoir in 
Pacheco Pass, all facilities are now available. It would not be necessary to 
expend additional Federal funds from that point to the point of the Trinity diver- 
sion. At the time the Delta-Cross Channel, the Tracy pumping plant and the 
Delta-Mendota Canal were authorized and constructed there was incorporated 
into their design capacities specifically dedicated to providing a surface water 
supply to the area of which the San Luis Water District, the Panoche Water 
District and the Westlands Water District are a part. This will be found in 
Senate Document 118, Silst Congress, Ist session. 

Prior to World War IL only about 10 percent of the initial 500,000 acres of 
ge San Luis project were being irrigated. With the impetus of World 

ir II, lands were rapidly developing and at the present time approximately 90 


pe romnt of the initial 500,000 acres on the west side is under development. All 
of this area is being suppiied by wells, many of them drilled to great depth to 
secure sufficient water to carry on farming operations. Since 1948 the West Side 


Land Owners Association has been cooperating with the Federal Government and 
the State to determine the underground water supply available and to ascertain 
the needs of the area for surface water. To that end approximately $120,000 
has been contributed to aid in securing this basic information 

When we consider that of this half-million acres now under development almost 
90 percent of the land is classes 1 and 2, the significance of the area from the 


standpoint of agricultural production becomes immediately apparent. I believe 
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that it is safe to say that nowhere else in the 17 Western States can be found a 

Hid block of irrigated land of as high a quality and productivity. 

Our water situation is critical. Studies made by the Federal Bureau of Recla- 
mation indicate that the annual available replenishment of underground water 
is only 215,000 acre-feet. The major portion of this is derived largely from deep 
vater-bearing strata lying at a depth of 500 or more feet below the surface. 
Shallow wells in a large part of the area have produced only water of poor 
quality for agriculture. Water from these wells has often been high iu salt 

ith a high percentage of sodium and its continued use must ultimately result 

1 low crop yields. Records show that over the past several years the area has 
been pumping from the underground approximately 1 million acre-feet annually 
It is obvious that sustained agriculture cannot be maintained when the over- 
draft is more than four times the annual uiderground replenishment. Carefully 
compiled records show that in 1933-34 the average pump lift was approximately 
“05 feet. By 1951-52 this had increased to 423 feet representing a lowering of 
ithe pumping level by 218 feet in a period of 18 years or about 12 feet per year 
This lowering has been much more marked in the last few years due to the 
increased development. 

For example, from 1946 to 1951, lowerings in deep wells have averaged 24.5 
feet per year. This has necessitated frequent and expensive deepening and re- 
placing of wells. The latest crop census available in the area indicates that the 
crop values produced under this proposed initial development exceeds $50 million 
unnually. When we consider that there are in excess of 1,300 wells in the area 
and that these wells cost from $40,000 to $70,000 apiece it may readily be seen 
ihat there is a tremendous investment in the area which must be for the most 
part liquidated unless we can supplement the failing underground supplies. An 
added burden to the ever-increasing cost of pumping water from greater depth 
has been the sharp increase in power rates in recent years. The latest increase, 
ranging from 15 to 28 percent has seriously affected the economy of the area. 

Considering the facts as I have outlined them I would like to request that the 
following language be added to the Central Valley project authorizing legisla- 
tion as proposed in H. R. 123 (Engle) now pending in Congress : 

The features of the Central Valley project herein authorized shall also in 
clude the San Luis Reservoir and Pumping Plant, the reservoir to be located 
on San Luis Creek approximately 8 miles west of Los Banos, Calif., the pumping 
plant, together with its connecting canal and penstocks to be located on San Luis 
Creek so as to connect with existing Delta-Mendota Canal facilities. tn addition 
a main canal extending from San Luis Reservoir southward approximately 85 
miles to a point near Kettleman City: Provided, That no expenditure of funds 
shall be made for construction of these features until the Secretary of the In- 
terior, with the approval of the President, has submitted to the Congress with 
respect to such works, a complete report and findings that the features are 
feasible under provisions of Federal reclamation law.” 

(The foregoing procedure is in accordance with the action of this committee 
in giving its approval to the act of September 26, 1950 (ch. 1047, 64th Stat. 1036).) 

With California’s ever-increasing population this area is highly significant 
not only to the valley and to the entire State of California but, in my opinion 
it plays an important part in our national agricnuitural program. When we 
realize that a project of this magnitude requires time to plan, construct, and 
ultimately supply water to the lands in question, it becomes a matter of vital 
importance that this project be authorized and constructed as rapidly as possible. 

The Westlands Water District is financially sound and prepared to enter into 
repayment contract with the Federal Government, within the limitation of law, 
for a supplemental surface water supply provided such supply can be obtained 
at a price that the landowners within the district can afford to pay 

I regret that my absence from the country makes it impossible for me to meet 
with the committee in person but I wish to emphasize the willingness of my 
district to cooperate fully and fairly with the Federal Government in securing 
the much-needed water supplies for this area. 

Considering the urgency of the situation I strongly urge that hearings be held 
in Washington at the earliest possible date and certainly not later than the latter 
pert of May so that the Congress may consider the necessary legislation before 
adjournment. 

In closing let me again emphasize that the underground water is now being 
utilized more than four times as fast as it is being replenished and that in a few 
short years much of this land must revert back to its original desert conditions 
unless we can secure supplemental water from the North 





J. EE. ONem 
Preside nt, Westlands Water Distriet 
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STATEMENT OF GILBERT H. JERTBERG 


I regret that I cannot be at Redding today to attend the hearing of the In 
terior Subcommittee on the Trinity-Sacramento-San Luis. At Secretary McKay's 
request I am spending the next 2 or 3 weeks in Alaska on matters of concern 
to the Interior Department. 

1 know that Mr. J. E. O'Neill, president of our district, is preparing a state 
ment for the committee, so I shall not attempt to cover the ground that is so 
familiar to him. It seems to me that a very important point in considering the 
west side of the San Joaquin Valley is not alone the great fertility of the soil 
and the long growing season but also the fact that in discussing the so-called 
initial development of the first 500,000 acres we should not disregard the fact 
that to the south lies an additional 475,000 acres of fine soil that requires only 
a dependable water supply to make it one of the most productive areas in the 
Nation. In addition, the city of Coalinga has for many years found it neces 


sary to import its drinking water. Such importation has been at great cost 
and certainly is not a satisfactory answer to a city of great importance to the 
west side of the Valley and one that will assume even a greater role with the 


importation of Sacramento Valley water. 

Considering the overall picture we have an area representing an agricultural 
empire more than equivalent to the great Columbia Basin of central Wash 
ington in terms of irrigable acres. The increase in population in the State of 
California is one that certainly a few short years ago no one could possibly 
have anticipated. Those pressures show an ever-increasing need for agricul 
tural production. The national population figures certainly remain far from 
static. I know that this committee recognizes that farmlands over the entire 
Nation have, in the past, and are at the present time, suffering rapid deteriora 
tion. What is the surplus of today could well be the shortage of tomorrow with 
only a slight change in our economic pattern 

I am certain it is not now generally known that with the shift in farm prices 
and the increased power rates it has been necessary, in some instances, to dis 
continue irrigation, at least temporarily, on some of our lands. This situation 
is extremely critical at this time and it is not hard to visualize that, with rap- 
idly falling water tables, a slight drop in farm prices could be the difference 
between continued production and the elimination of a major portion of these 
productive lands from the economy of the State and the Nation. 

I wish to express my appreciation to the committee in coming to California 
to get an intimate view of the valley conditions. I know how difficult it is to 
hold these hearings at a point so distant from Washington and at a time when 
the Members of Congress are faced with so many pressing responsibilities. 

GILBerT H. JERTBERG, 
{ttorney for Westlands Water District. 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much, Mr. Rodner. 

The next witness is Larry Myers. 

Mr. Myers. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I am FE. 
Larry Myers of Del Norte County and I am representing the Klamath 
Chamber of Commerce. I appear here today in opposition to the 
Trinity River project. I appreciate this opportunity of appearing 
here today on behalf of the members of the Klamath Chamber of 
Commerce, and the people of the lower Klamath River Basin. 

The concern of the people in the lower basin can be more readily 
understood by the members of vour committee when it is shown that 
the present and future economic position of our area will be seriously 
affected. There is real concern that this project will destroy much of 
basic economy, and limit our future growth and prosperity. 

The future of the people of the Klamath River Basin is not solely 
dependent upon farming; in fact, there is not too much developed 
farmland within the lower basin. However, we have other resources 
that are of equal importance to the welfare of our people and future 
erowth. Lumber, logging, and wood products provide much of our 
employment. The Klamath River Basin is rich in undeveloped min- 
eral resources. Our rivers support a great sports fishery as well as 
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substantial commercial fishery. The people of this great river basin 
fee] that these natural resources have not been given the study and con- 
sideration in the projected plans for this project. 

The fears of the people of the Klamath River Basin can best be illus- 
trated by the story of the landowner who once invited four young 
men to spend their summer holiday on his small, rocky farm. He 
promised to give them anything of value they might find on the place. 
They came, and after a careful survey, one grunted, “There’s nothing 
here I want. There’s nothing to see, nowhere to go, and nothing to 
use.” 

Another, who was an artist, admired the scenic beauty of the wind- 
ing valley, and depicted its scenes on canvas. 

Yet another, a botanist, found his delight in gathering certain rare 
herbs and roots, which brought him a tidy sum from a manufacturing 
druggist, 

The fourth, a geologist, made certain explorations which brought 
him nuggets of gold. Every man found what he was trained to look 
for. Isthis not the portrait of life? 

Planning for water resources development should not be disasso- 
ciated from planning for all resources development. The vast State 
of California is composed of a number of different regions—more or 
less well defined in terms of physical features, economic interrelation- 
ships, and cultural aspects—each with a different combination of en- 
vironmental and social assets and handicaps. Each has certain natu- 
ral resources, such as agricultural lands, mineral deposits, forests, fish 
and wildlife, and water, with varying capacities for development, and 
some have resources which are either unique, or critically limited, or 
both. 

It is directly in the State’s best interest that each region of the State 
achieve an optimum of development in terms of its own potentialities 
end limitations. To the extent that any region falls short of full 
development, the entire State loses. There is possibly an even more 
serious loss involved where great numbers of people are deprived of 
the opportunity for maximum personal development of the natural 
resources within their region. 

The history of water development projects throughout the United 
States proves that there has been too much blind engineering, at the 
taxpayers’ expense, for one particular thing, or two or three things, 
and ignoring everything else. 

In order that we may protect our future growth and development 
the people of the Klamath River Basin are firm in their opposition to 
the Trinity River diversion project until we have a complete and thor- 
ough resource study of this basin and full protection is made for the 
development of all our resources. Federal and Staite agencies admit 
that there has never been and is not now available any complete or 
thorough inventory of our basic natural resources, and the people do 
not know what our future water requirements will be. 

Interest in the development of the Trinity River is not new. Many 
investigations have been made by individuals, Federal and State 
agencies. The Federal Power Commission studied this project in 
1924. The California State engineer recommended the Trinity diver- 
sion into the Sacramento Valley and be included in the State water 
plan in 1931, The United States Army engineers studied the Klamath 
Basin in 1933 and suggested that the Trinity River be diverted into 
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the Sacramento. However, an aroused public demanded public hear- 
ings on these proposed projects and the California State Legislature 
joint interim committee on Rivers and flood control—held extensive 
hearings and as a result of these hearings the Trinity River diversion 
project Was specifically removed from the State water plan for the 
Central Valley by legislative act at the 1945 session of the California 
State Legislature. Again in 1949 the senate water committee reported 
unfavorably upon Senate bill 111 which would have restored the 
Trinity River project to the State approved plan for the Central 
Valley. 

Water is an important factor in the economy of California. It is 
one of our most precious resources, and we guard it jealously for our 
continued growth and prosperity. We agree with the President’s 
Water Policy Commission which has stated that, “the unit of water is 
a river basin, which should be fully developed within itself before 
diversions from other basins occur. 

There is no shortage of water in the great Central Valley but rather 
a lack of development of the existing water supply of the Sacramento 
San Joaquin area. Significantly it should be noted that research by 
the California State engineer for a 53-year period from 1895 to 1947 
shows that the total annual runoff from all streams in the State to be 
71 million acre-feet a year on the average; 48 percent of this runoff 
originates within the Central Valley and amounts to approximate ly 
34 million acre-feet per year on the average. Of this two-thirds oris 
nates in the Sacramento Valley and one-third in the San Senin un 
Valley. The total water used in the State at the present time is only 
20 million acre-feet per vear, and & million acre-feet of this is obtained 
from wells. 

The engineer's report states that if only one-half of the Central 
Valley runoff was conserved there would be sufficient water to irrigate 
three times the amount of lands that are irrigated at the present time 
and would also provide water for the requirements of a population of 
30 million people. 

The State engineer’s report further shows that there are 40 dam sites 
feasible of development within the Sacramento-San Joaquin Basin 
and. capable of storing more than 15 million acre-feet of water. He 
further states that with the deve lopme nt of these projec ts the ultimate 
water requirements of the Sacramento-San Joaquin area can be met 
and in addition provide surplus water to areas of deficient water 
supply. 

The United States Bureau of Reclamation several years ago made 
extensive studies relating to the proposed construction of a series of 
reservoirs on the tributaries on the west side of the Sacramento Valley. 
These dams would together provide storage for at least 600,000 acre 
feet of water annually which could be supplied directly into the Sacra- 
mento canal units by gravity flow. These reservoirs would protect the 
lands, the people, and the activities along these tributaries which at the 
present time annually sustain flood damage. The water stored by these 
reservoirs would be available for irrigation in the Sacramento-San 
Joaquin Valleys. In addition, the valuable farmlands along the 
tributaries would be provided with water for irrigation. 

When Congressman Clair Engle and Congressman Hubert B. 
Scudder coauthored the Sacramento canal units bill in the National 
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Congress they were contacted and stated in reply to a direct question 
that the full operation of the canals would not require the diversion 
of any water from the Trinity River. 

Mr. Samuel B. Morris, general manager and chief engineer of the 
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, speaking before the 
uwnual convention of the California State Chamber of Commerce on 
December 4, 1952, at San Francisco, stated : 

The natural water supply of southern California is only 1.7 percent of the 
State’s total; however, to accommodate tremendous population growth and agri- 


} 


iltural development, water had to be imported, first by means of the Los 
Angeles Owens River aqueduct, and later through the Metropolitan Water Dis- 
trict’s Colorado River aqueduct 

rhese present supplies are being depended upon to serve the 2,500 square 
mile coastal plain from Los Angeles to San Diego; and, they should prove 
adequate for several decades or until the population of the area reaches about 
S million people and including several hundred thousand irrigated acres. 

[ must support and see ith every argument advanced showing 
that there is no need for the Trinity River diversion at this time, that 

is not in the proper orde of the deve lopment of the Central Valle oy 
plan, that it is contrary to the polic vy stated b Vv the President’s Water 
Policy Commission which advocates the full deve lopment and utiliza- 
tion of the waters within a river basin itself before there is diversion 
of water from other river basins. 

The action of the State of California in going ahead with the devel- 
opment of the Feather River project completely negates any argu- 
r the diversion of the T rinity River. 

The Feather River project as developed by the State engineer and 
approved by the California Legislature is designed to provide a firm 
water supply of 970,000 acre-feet annually for 522,000 acres of highly 
developed rental along the Feather River, develop 1,750 million 
kilowatt-hours of electrical energy annually, and make available for 
exportation from the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta a firm supply 
of 2.845.000 acre-feet of water annually of which amount 945,000 acre- 
feet would be delivered to the west side of the San Joaquin Valley, 
127,000 acre-feet would be delivered to Alameda and Santa Clara 
Counties, and 1,773,000 acre-feet annually would be delivered into 
areas south of the Tehachapi Mountains and as far south as San 
Diego. 

The Klamath River is an interstate stream and its headwaters orig- 

nate on the lands of the Klamath Indian Reservation in the State 
of Oregon. The people of the State of Oregon have a valid claim to 
waters for their deve lopme nt from the Klamath River. 

The California-Oregon Power Co. filed an application for a license, 
under the Federal Power Act, for a proposed hydroelectric develop- 
ment to be known as Big Bend No. 2, located on the Klamath River 
near the town of Keno in the State of Oregon and some 223 miles 
upstream from the mouth of the river. Public notice of the proceed- 
ings was given and an official hearing was held at Klamath Falls, 
Oreg., June 30 to July 3, 1952. 

The application of the California Oregon Power Co. for an ap- 
propriation of water for the operation of this hydroelectric power- 
plant was opposed by the United States Bureau of Reclamation and 
the Klamath Indians on the basis that plans for development of Tule 
Lake Reclamation project lands and the irrigation of apprex‘mately 
25,000 acres of Indian-owned farmlands would require practicn'ly all 
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of the waters of the Klamath River. Other witnesses testified that 
there was not sufficient water available for full development of the 
lands and resources above the Keno shelf. Other witnesses and Rec 
lamation officials testified that there was also plans for extensive 
development and irrigation of lands in Butte and Shasta Valleys in 
California and that water for these areas must come from the Klamath 
River Basin. 

Subsequent to and in view of the testimony presented at this hea 
ing, a conference was held between members of the legislatures of ont 
States of ee. and California. An agreement was reached for the 
creation of a commission to deal with the water ici hein of the 
Klamath River Basin. Thereafter and during the 153 session of the 
legislatures, bills were introduced, passed, and signed into law which 
created a Klamath River Water Commission both in the State of Ore 
gon and in California. The duties of these commissions are to deter- 
mine the water rights and requirements of their respective States and 
make their recommendations to their respec tive States for ac tion... 
These Commissions have not made their studies so far to date. There 
has been no determination of the water rights of the respective States 
from the Klamath River. 

Senator Randolph Collier, of Yreka, made a request to and the 
United States Bureau of Reclamation agreed to make a study of the 
resources and water requirements of Butte Valley in 1945 and this 
study has not been completed. 

In December 1951 the Water Resource Board of the State of Califor- 
nia agreed to make a resource study of the whole Klamath River Basin 
to determine its present and future water needs. These studies have 
been joined by the counties within the watershed and have not been 
completed. 

These studies are absolutely necessary and vital to people of the 
Klamath River Basin and in fairness to the people of the area and the 
generations to come they should be completed before any projects are 
authorized for the diversion of any of the waters of this Klamath 
River watershed. 

The State of California has undertaken a thorough study of the 
feasibility of a salt-water barrier in the San Francisco Bay area and 
has made available $500,000 for these studies and, should, as the propo- 
nents of this project claim such a barrier is feasible, there would be 
created a fresh-water lake of an estimated 160,000 surface acres and 
would back fresh water up past the Tracy pumping plant. It is 
claimed that this project would make available much of the 33 million 
acre-feet of water that is flowing unused out the Golden Gate and 
wasted into the Pacific Ocean. 

The fishery resources of the Klamath River Basin are an important 

segment of the economy of the area and the Trinity River constitutes 

the most valuable spawning grounds for this fishery, and this project 
would cut off more than 50 percent of the salmon-spawning grounds. 
There has been no comprehensive biological study of the fishery by 
either State or Federal agencies. A $40,000 request for this type of 
study was made but deleted from the budget by the Appropriations 
Committee of the National Congress. The importance of the fishery 
to the economy of the people of Klamath River Basin is such as to 
require that the biological studies be on a par with the other studies 
of this proposed project. 
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The boards of supervisors, chambers of commerce, civic organiza- 
tions and the sportsmen of the State are firm in their opposition to 
this proposed Trinity River or Klamath River diversions until a full 
and complete study has been made of all our resources and a balance 
sheet has been drawn that will show the value of the resources of the 
basin and the value of these rivers in their present state so that the 
peop ile of the area can determine the desirability or undesirability of 
this project. We believe that these studies should be made by tr: ained 
and competent men in their respective fields and that a full report 
(engineering, biological, and resource) should be completed and in- 
corporated in the report to Congress, so that the Congressmen with 
all the facts before them can make an honest decision on the project. 

I, therefore, ask on behalf of the people of the Klamath River Basin 
and the town of Klamath that the members of the subcommittee take 
ne action to initiate this project until such a time as the various studies 
now currently being made are completed and made available to the 
people of the area for study and until there is a proven need for 
waters outside the Sacramento-San Joaquin areas. 

Chairman Harrison. Any questions? 

Congressman Miuier. Mr. Myers, you made the statement in your 
report, and I think it is correct, that the President's Water Policy 
Commission advocates the full development within the river basin 

tself before “diversions from other basins occur.” How long do you 
think it would take you to utilize all the water presently in your basin 
that is available? 

Mr. Myers. That would be hard to determine, Congressman, in this 
respect. We do not know. We area new county. In 1940 our popu- 
lation was less than 5,000. We are one of the fastest growing regions 
in the area. We have one of the greatest uncut stands of timber. 

Congressman Mituter. Could you at any time use all the water that 
is there now ? 

Mr. Myers. Unless it was developed, I doubt if the total utilization 
for farming purposes could be used. We don’t have that much farm 
land, but we do have mineral and paper and wood resources that 
will require large amounts of water. As an illustration, between the 
mouth of the river and the town of Weitchpec, less than 35 miles, there 
is an estimated 25 billion board feet of timber. 

Congressman Minter. Would that require water? 

Mr. Myers. The only economical way to take it out is taking it out 
of the Klamath River, and today we are having trouble in the summer 
time of bringing our logs down the river to our mills. 

Congressman Minier. In the meantime you think it is in the best 
interest of the State to let the water run down to the ocean unused, 
or would you take some ste ps to utilize the water? 

Mr. Myers. The people in our area are firm in their convictions 
that there is no nditead of water and that there is more water being 
wasted by three times out of the Golden Gate that originates within 
the Central Valley that hasn’t been put to a beneficial use than is going 
out the Klamath River. While much of this so-called 40 percent of 
the runoff of the State occurs in the north coast area, a great deal of 
that occurs not in the Klamath and Trinity River watersheds, but in 
small tributaries. Over 69 percent of that water occurs below an ele- 
vation of 5,000 feet. It would be economically unfeasible to capture 
and utilize most of that water because of the terrain. If our waters 
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are taken before we know what Oregon and Shasta and Butte Valleys 
are going to require, if the Trinity is gone, then when we need water 
we are going to have nothing but expensive projects left. We feel we 
are entitled to know where our resources will be before we are asked 
to make a decision. 

Congressman Eneir. Mr. Myers, were you present on February 4, 
1953, at a hearing in the Governor’s office with reference to the recom- 
mendations and comments to be made by the State on the Trinity 
River project ? 

Mr. Myers. I was, sir. 

Congressman Ener. Did you make at that time the same argu- 
ments that you have made here ? 

Mr. Myers. Similarly, yes. There was a brief filed at that time. 
!f the committee would like a copy of that brief I would make it avail- 
able. 

Congressman Eneie. They were the same arguments you have pre- 
sented today ? 

Mr. Myers. Yes. We are unalterably opposed to this diversion 
unless we know the fact of our own watershed, until we can make a 
decision whether we have a surplus of water. 

Congressman Eneir. Have you seen the letter written April 13, 
1953, by Mr. Frank Durkee which expresses the official view of the 
State with reference to the arguments which you made at that time 
before the appropriate State agencies ? 

Mr. Myers. I have not seen a copy of that letter and was not fur- 
nished one. 

Congressman Ener. Well, I will refer you to it, as it appears in 
the official comments of the State of California, filed with the Secre- 
tary of the Interior on the Trinity River division, Central Valley 
project. Init, Mr. Durkee, speaking for the State government, says as 
follows, and I am quoting: 

In our opinion the Trinity River project will not reduce the useable water 
resources of the Klamath River watershed to any appreciable degree. 

And his final paragraph is as follows: 

It is the position of the State of California, based on the study and report 
of the division of water resources, that the Trinity River project is engineer- 
ingly and economically feasible and that it should be constructed at the earliest 
practicable date. I personally concur in this position. 

Now do you think that it is within the province of a congressional 
committee to overrule the appropriate agencies of State government in 
the allocation of a water resource which belongs to the people of this 
State? Do you think this committee has any right or any power to 
do that ? 

Mr. Myers. Yes; I do. Congressman, I feel that the State or con- 
vressional committees owe it to the people of the region to protect 
them as well as any of the people of any other region. We have the 
right in all fairness and justice to know what our water requirements 
are. I don’t believe Mr. Durkee or Mr. Edmonston know what the 
ultimate water requirements of the Klamath Basin are going to be. 
We have conflicting testimony from the same agency of the State gov- 
ernment in opposing the ¢ California application of the California- 
Oregon Power Co. In opposing the Trinity project they point to the 
wasted water. 
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We want a resource study made. The town of Redding in the 
county of Shasta right now is short of water and power because they 
didn’t make adequate provisions for their own future. We want to 
know the facts before we make up our minds, and those studies have 
not been made. Unless those studies are in, I decry any agency in- 
terfering. 

Congressman Eneier. Just assuming the Federal Government should 
interpose itself in the affairs of a State and direct a State as to how 
it should dispose of its water resource, whether one area should have 
it or not—just assuming for the sake of argument, because I don’t 
agree with that; I don’t think the Federal Government has any busi- 
ness telling a State, whether it’s Colcrado or California, how it shall 
dispose of its water resource—but jus: assuming for the sake of argu- 
ment since you say that is your philosophy of government, do you 
think that a congressional committee is as competent to make a deci- 
sion as to what is in the best. interest of that State as the people of 
the State itself and its duly elected and appointed authorities who 
handle water matters? Do you think this committee has any greater 
wisdom or any better opportunity to study and to know what is for 
the benefit of this State than the State authorities ? 

Mr. Myers. I do not. And the legislature acted wisely in 1945 and 
specifically removed this because there was no study and no proven 
need for it. And we ask this committee to take no action until such 
a time as the study of the basin is made and the water requirments 
of the people are determined. 

Congressman Eneie. What I am saying to you, Mr. Myers, what- 
ever the merits of your arguments, you are addressing them to the 
wrong forum. They don’t belong here. This committee is not going 
to decide what the State of California should do with its water re- 
source. The people of the State of California through their elected 
officials and through the executive branch of their government will 
make that decision and once they have made it, as far as we are con- 
cerned, that is the end of it. They may be wrong, but nevertheless in 
our opinion they have the right to make that decision. It is my con- 
sidered judgment that your argument should be made at Sacramento 
and not at Washington. 

Chairman Harrison. Any further questions from the committee? 
Thank you very much, Mr. Myers. 

The next witness will be Mr. Milton Hubert. 

Mr. Huserr. Mr. Chairman, Dr. Miller, and members of the com- 
mittee, my name is Milton Hubert and I live in Eureka, Humboldt 
County, Calif. For the information of the committee, Humboldt 
County in 1940 had approximately 45,000 people. In 1950 Hum- 
boldt County had 69,000 people, and the current estimate is 85,000. 
It is definitely a growing county in this north coast area 

Now appearing here I represent the Eureka Chamber of Com- 
merce, the Humboldt County Chamber of Commerce, the city of 
Eureka, and Humboldt County Board of Supervisors. 

In 1952 at a time when there had been presented to Congress a bill 
seeking authority to construct the Trinity River project, “the Hum- 
boldt County Board of Supervisors and the Eureka Chamber of Com- 
merce, the Humboldt County Chamber of Commerce and some seven 
other organizations interjected their opposition to the project. The 
position “of those various organizations was represented in a resolu- 
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tion of the Humboldt County Board of Supervisors of June 5, 1952, 
accompanied by supporting data all told to 39 pages. The position 
of these various groups today remains the same until such time as 
there has been a determination of the need for the water and until 
such time as the needs of the area, our area, the north coast area, 
have been determined, current needs as well as the foreseeable future 
needs, we by necessity will have to oppose the project. 

Now not in an unfriendly spirit, I assure you, but it has come to 
our attention that one of the congressional proponents of this project 
has indicated that we of our area should give up our blind opposi 
tion. It is easy to understand the attitude of this congressional rep 
resentative when it is realized he comes from the area where the 
bulk of the two hundred or more million dollars will be spent. Now 
I don’t mean to be facetious in that statement, and I don’t think we 
can seriously criticize him for the ardent efforts on behalf of his 
constituents, but we need not be required to agree with him. 

There are various reasons why the people of Humboldt County do 
not feel that their opposition is blind or without permit. As has been 
stated earlier, and I will try not to elongate too much, the Trinity 
River was taken out of the State water plan by legislative act of 1945, 
and it has never been restored. So far as the record is concerned, as 
was pointed out, there is a conflict between the administrative positio1 
and the legislative field within this State. The only reason the Trinity 
River project has been restored, according to my information, to the 
Central Valley project is because of a shall I say, deathbed recom 
mendation of the ex-Secretary of the Interior. It is true, and we must 
admit, that the then governor expressed and gave his administrative 
approval subsequently to the recommendation of feasibility of Sec 
retary Chapman. Now we feel that it is significant to note and indica- 
tive of the present mature nature of development at this time whet 
we realize that the United States Government is involved in this pro- 
ject. 

The Bureau of Reclamation, under the administration of Secretary 
Chapman, set up in Humboldt County some 2 years ago a Corps of 
Engineers and study experts, the purpose, gentlemen, to determine 
the current and foreseeable future needs of that lower watershed area. 
That committee is still active and is conducting its survey. It has 
not as yet filed a report. It is my understanding that it will be some 
2 years before their study is completed at which time they will advise 
the Federal Government of the results of their scientifie study of the 
needs of that lower basin area. Now somebody has to be wrong, either 
the investigative staff of the Bureau of Reclamation and the conse- 
quent payroll that goes with it over a period of say, 4 to 5 years, should 
be eliminated, or the Trinity project at this time should be deferred. 

Now the fact that we have a Bureau of Reclamation survey inves 
tigative group in the area, I believe, is indicative of the fact that our 
needs are not exactly known. Otherwise, why the expenditure of the 
taxpayers’ funds? 

In addition to this Bureau of Reclamation survey, as you have al- 
ready heard, and this is perhaps somewhat repetitious, we have the 
proposed interstate Klamath Basin Water Commission, the purpose 
of which 1s to study the needs and fairly allocate the supply. They 
have not as vet functioned. 
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We have the State water resource board conducting an overall State 
picture of water resources in the State of California which is not com- 
pleted. And I might also point out and emphasize the fact that the 
legislature of this State felt that there was sufficient merit in the water 
resource to allocate a half million dollars for investigative purposes 
for the salt water in the San Francisco Bay. They must feel it has 
some possibility of a tremendous reservoir and perhaps a source for 
the San Joaquin Valley. 

Now you gentlemen perhaps are not acquainted with the fact, but 
I believe it is a fact that traditionally there has been a great deal of 
rivalry between the southern part of the State of California—I believe 
Congressman Yorty is aware of that—and the people of the north. 
It pleases me deeply to find today that that traditional rivalry has 
been concluded, and for the first time in our history we have seen one 
of the most generous attitudes that has ever been displayed in the 
distribution of resources from one area to another and the offer of 
resources from one area to another. That is, of course, as you will 
see, the dog-in-the-manger attitude, and perhaps we are not too serious 
in that comment. 

However, to summarize, it is felt that until such time as the water 
within the watershed where it is needed is developed and unused, that 
the diversion of the Trinity River should be postponed. 

Congressman Miiier. How long a time will it take to use all of 
the water in the Trinity River for your purposes ¢ 

Mr. Hvuserr. Well, Dr. Miller, that is the thing that scares us. That 
is one of the reasons why we would like to have t he Bureau of Reclama- 
tion conclude their survey of our current and foreseeable future needs. 

Congressman Minier. Would you believe them after the survey 
was completed ¢ 

Mr. Huserr. I believe so. 

Congressman Ener. Thirteen million acre-feet of water go out 
Humboldt Bay into the Pacific Ocean. That is twice the consumptive 
uses of the 12 major cities of the United States with all their indus- 
trial uses and with all their people. If you took New York ¢ aay 
Chicago, Los Angeles, Cincinnati, Milwaukee, Washington, D. 
and the 12 major cities of this country with all their industry and al 
their people and dumped them down inside the borders of Humboldt 
County, they couldn’t use half the water now going to waste in the 
Pacific Ocean out of Humboldt Bay. 

Congressman Miuuer. If that statement is correct, you folks would 
never use all of the water that is available in the Trinity River. The 
thing that worries me is that one of the greatest wastes we have of the 
resources of this country is the water we perm:t to run off to the ocean 
without being used. I think there is approximately 750 million acre- 
feet of runoff water in the United States, and only 10 or 12 percent of 
that is used at the present time to its full extent. There ought to 
be enough engineering know-how and other talents to use the water 
that is not now being used. If you can put 12 cities of the size men- 
tioned a moment ago in your area and not use half the water, maybe 
the other half could be ‘benefici: ally used in some other part of the 
State. Iam wondering what your philosophy and thinking might be 
upon that particul: ir question. 

Mr. Hunerr. Well, Dr. Miller, that may very well be true. I do 
not know just what volume is consumed by the 12 cities Congressman 
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Engle has in mind. I would be in no position to say. It is a scientific 
and engineering matter 

Congressman Miturr. If i t developed from all surveys that you 
didn’t need half the water at any time in the foreseeable future, you 
would be willing then to share that water with other parts of the State ¢ 

Mr. Huperr. If our needs are protected ; yes, sir, 

Congressman Muinier. You haven't decided what your needs 
might be? 

Mr. Huserr. That is correct. Now we are not unmindful of the 
theory as announced in the President’s Water Policy. And inci 
dentally, there has been litigation when the question was raised on 
diverting from one watershed to another. We had that very close 
to home when some river was diverted as the result of an electrical 
power dam. That was litige ited for some pe riod of time. The prin 
ciple announced then, and I think it has always been a principle | 
the State of California, that until there is an inadequate supply within 
one watershed there is no need to go to another. 

Congressman Muinuer. I can agree to that. Of course, if you con 
tinue to grow in the next 50 years like you have in the last 50 years, 
you will have 50 or 60 or 70 million people living in California; and 
I presume you would use all the water you have in the Trinity River 
Basin. 

Mr. Huperr. On that point briefly, one of the things that our econ 
omy in the future involves, and we are confident one of the things 
the Bureau of Reclamation will include, is the potential of utilizing 
residue woods. We are logging off at a tremendous rate. We have a 
tremendous supply of ends and residues which in this day and age is 
being developed into paper products, pulp products, and so forth. 
Now if it is within the elements to permit us to have a pulp project 
over there, I doubt very much that we have enough even today 

Congressman Miiier. There are already many cities in the United 
States where their growth depends upon the use of water and power. 
They cannot grow without water and power. In a rapidly growing 
State such as you have, probably the time is not too far away when 
many cities will be clamoring for water and power in order to continue 
to grow, and they might well look with jealous eyes upon the water 
you are not using. 

Mr. Husnerr. Congressman, I can cite you one example that con 
cerns us on that matter. We have a water commission for the city of 
Eureka. We have a terrific water problem and we are currenily con- 
ducting a survey of how to solve it. If something happened to the 28- 
mile above ground waterline that supplies the city of Eureka from 
Mad River, the city of Eureka of 25,000 would have a water reserve of 
4 to 5 days. Now that water supply for the city of Eureka coming 
from Mad River supplies only the daily use of the consumers within 
the city of Eureka, and the suburban area is without water uses of any 
sort. Not only is the city of Eureka and the other populated areas of 
that north coast territory going to have to establish and create 
tremendous reservoirs, but it is going to have to look to some other 
stream source than Mad River. One of the engineering studies made 
some year back, in 1927 as a matter of fact, which looked for the 
future water supply of the city of Eureka, contemplated the use of the 
Trinity River. Those are the things that disturb us. 
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I think most of the other things I had in mind have been covered. I 
would like to leave with you, Mr. ¢ ‘hairman, that resolution of the 
Humboldt County Board of Supervisors of June 5, 1952. 

Chairman Harrison. Without objection, it will be received. 


RESOLUTION No. 583 or THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT, 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, REGISTERING OPPOSITION TO THE TRINITY RIVER DIVERSION 
PLAN, OTHERWISE KNOWN AS BILL H. R. 7343. 


Whereas the board of supervisors of the county of Humboldt, State of Cali- 
fornia, has investigated a proposed plan embodied in bill H. R. 7348 in the House 
of Representatives during the 82d Congress, 2d session, which bill and plan in- 
volves the diversion of the waters of the Trinity River to other areas; and 

Whereas it has been determined by the board of supervisors of said county that 
such a program as embodied in said bill is opposed to, and in direct conflict with, 
the best interests of the county of Humboldt and the residents therein; Now, 
Therefore, Be It 

Resolved, That opposition to said proposed program for the diversion of said 
river be made of public record and that the determination of the board of super- 
visors be embodied in a report containing reasons for said opposition to be de- 
livered to the representatives of the county of Humboldt and the residents 
therein, are opposed to such program and diversion for the reasons thereiu 
stated ; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be attached to said report and said 
written protest to said plan. 

-assed, approved and adopted this 5th day of June 1952. 

Ayes: Supervisors Lindley, McLeod, Peterson and Krei. 

Noes: None. 

Absent: Supervisor Hadley. 

CHESTER F’. PETERSON, 
Chairman of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Humboldt, 
State of California. 
Attest: 
( SEAL) FRED J. Moore, Jr. 
County Clerk and ew-oficio Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the 
County of Humboldt, State of California. 

Congressman Yorry. If I understand you correctly, Mr. Hubert, 
you feel if the needs of your area are taken care of you have no objec- 
tion to the project. 

Mr. Husert. With this one qualification. I don’t want to quibble 
about it, but we would like to be more informed as to what our needs 
are. Then if those needs by some competent evidence reveal to us our 
needs are protected, our answer, I am positive, would be no. We would 
have no objections. 

Congressman Yorry. Do you have any ideas what your maximum 
needs would be? 

Mr. Hvserr. I can’t answer that. I believe there are people who 
are in our area who have summarized and reviewed engineering data 
und who have their fingers on the industrial development and that 
coming in the immediate future, but it is not available to me. I 
couldn't give you an answer. 

Congressman Yorry. You do agree at this time a vast amount of 
water is wasting into the ocean? 

Mr. Huserr. I believe so. 

Congressman Yorry. I think all of us want to protect the areas of 
origin. Of course, Trinity County is the area of origin of the Trinity 
River, is that right? 

Mr. Huperr. Yes. 

Congressman Yorry. And they have some rights? 

Mr. Hunerr. Yes. 
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Congressman Yorry. But here the State report by our own State 
of California says that only 25 percent of the flow of the Trinity would 
be diverted and that represents only 7 percent of the flow at the mouth 
of the Klamath. 

Congressman Enewr. Let’s be sure that it is understood correctly. 
That is 7, not 70 percent. 

Congressman Yortry. That is right, 7 percent of the total flow. I 
will read the paragraph because I think it is important. It first sets 
forth the fact that the State has gone into these arguments about pro 
tecting the areas of origin and then it says: 

As the State report shows, the entire flow of the Trinity River at the Hoopa 
gaging station, approximately 10 miles above its confluence with the Klamath 
River, represents only 30 percent of the total flow of the Klamath River at its 
mouth. The proposed diversion will use only 25 percent of the flow of the Trinity 
River near Hoopa. This represents only 7 percent of the water of the Klamath 
River at its mouth. In addition, the waters proposed to be diverted would be 
stored during the flood season of the year when they would not be of benefit to 
water users on the Klamath River, and would be so regulated as to increase sub- 
stantially the flow of the Trinity River into the Klamath River during the dry 
months of the year. This would also represent a benefit to fish life in and to 
recreational values on both streams. Had this dam been in operation during 
the winer of 1952-53, it would have been of benefit for control of floods on the 
lower reaches of the Klamath River. 

In our opinion the Trinity River project will not reduce the usable water 
resources of the Klamath River watershed to any appreciable degree. 

Mr. Huperr. I am aware of that. I was at the hearing at the Gov 
ernor’s hearing at Sacramento. 

Congressman Yorry. Is it your position that this project is not 
important enough to Justify diverting 7 percent of the total flow of the 
Klamath River / 

Mr. Huserr. [ would answer that in this way: that unless we are 
given some information of engineering or scientific credit that can 
analyze what our needs are, if that has not been done, how good can 
we answer your question. 

Congressman Yorry. According to the State of California they 
have considered this and the flow is so fast that they have said that a 
7 percent diversion would not appreciably decrease the supplies you 
need. 

Mr. Huperr. That may be true, but I am wondering if that is sup- 
ported by an engineering survey of any kind. 

Congressman Yorry. Have you any evidence that a 7 percent diver- 
sion will adversely affect your area ? 

Mr. Huperr. No, I have no evidence. 

Chairman Harrison. The Chair has received a resolution of the 
Board of Supervisors to be made a part of the record. However, the 
material which is presented to me is too lengthy to go into the record. 
The resolution may be made a part of the record and the balance may 
be part of the files and not of the record. 

Congressman Encte. Just one question. Do you believe, sir, that 
this congressional committee, even if it had the power, should over- 
rule the constituted authorities of our State with reference to the dis- 
position of water resources of the State, which under our constitu- 
tion is made the property of the people of the State of California? 

Mr. Hvuserr. Well, Congressman, you mentioned that before, and 
I can’t quite get at what you have in mind. In the first place, what 
are you overruling or being requested to overrule? We have legisla- 
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tive action in the State of California which is diametrically opposed 
to the executive or administrative, do we not? The Federal Govern- 
ment has already engineered itself into this problem and is spend- 
ing a great amount of taxpayers’ money in engineering and investi- 
gative work on the river and the watershed. They are already in it. 
We have a conflict within the State ourselves. We are not asking the 
Federal Government to make a decision in the matter. I agree with 
you. I think the matter should be resolved clearly, effectively, scien- 
tifically within the State itself. 

Congressman Eneie. How much plainer 
what isinthisreport. It says very plainly: 

It is the position of the State of California, based on the study and report 
of the division of water resources, that the Trinity River project is engineer 
ingly and economically feasible and that it should be constructed at the earliest 


can the State be than 


practicable date. 

What I am driving at, Mr. Hubert, is this: This committee does not 
make, nor does Congress ever make allocations of water. Once allo- 
cations of water are made the Federal Government with congres- 
sional authority may build projects pursuant to those allocations, but 
we are not going behind their backs and tell the State authorities 
they are wrong, that they ought to put the water here or elsewhere. 


That isn’t in the prov ince of ac ongressional committee. And as I said, 


if the State won't allocate the water this project won't be built. 


When the State makes up its mind where it wants to put its water, 
then the congressional committee will go ahead and authorize it. What 
you are asking us to do is to reverse the decision made at Sacramento 
on February 4, 1953, when all of the arguments which you make now 
were made. This committee, I am sorry to advise you, if it fol- 
lows the precedents it has in the past, isn’t about to tell the State of 
California where it should put its water. 

Mr. Huserr. Congressman, I have one comment in that regard. 
If we can count on just that, we will be satisfied. 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much, Mr. 

The next witness is Mr. Ervin A. Hadley. 

Mr. Hapiey. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, I won't take any of 
your time. I think everything has been thoroughly covered by Mr. 
Hubert. Iam here to give you the position of the Humboldt County 
Board of Supervisors in view of the fact our chairman isn’t present 
at the present time. We have passed a resolution, which you have 

before you, 2 years ago, and just the other day we reiterated that stand 
by another resolution. I thank you, gentlemen. 

I would like to introduce my colleague, Mr. Ear] Schortgen. 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much. The next witness will 
be Mr. R. F. Denbo. 

R. F. Dexnro. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, my name 
is R. F. Denbo. Iam manager of the Eureka Chamber of Commerce 
and Humboldt County Chamber of Commerce. ‘The Eureka and 
Humboldt County Chambers of Commerce unanimously endorse the 
resolution as prepared by the board of supervisors, June 5. We feel 
that until our needs are ascertained, until there has been an adequate 
survey made and we know what our problems of the present and future 
are, that we will have to continue to protesting taking the water out 
of the Trinity River and diverting it to an area whic h we believe has 
plenty of water at the present time. We also believe that in the future 
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the atomic bomb will kill the drive for electrical power and will save 
these water powerplants that private enterprise are building much 
cheaper than you will be building them at the Trinity River Dam. 
We also feel Shasta and Tehama Counties lost when they authorized 
the Shasta Dam by not protecting their own rights. I personally feel 
you should be aware that any Bureau of Reclamation project costs 
600 percent more than the project ever starts with, You just build 
canals and dams to irrigate more ground to raise more crops to sub- 
aiden to store, to rot and give away. 

Congressman Yorry. I would like to ask you the same question I 
have asked before. Because that California report says that only ‘4 
— of the water at the mouth of the Klamath would be diverted 
by the Trinity project, is it your feeling that a diversion of 7 percent 
would endanger the economy of your area / 

Mr. Denno. That we do not know. We do know that the pulp mill 

1 Antioch takes 14 million gallons each day. 

Congressman Yorry. What is the maximum amount of water do 
vou think you are going to need ¢ 

Mr. Denzo. I would think we would need a minimum of 25 to 40 
percent of the flow of the Trinity. 

Congressman Yorry. They are only going to divert 25 percent, s 
you are still getting 75 percent. 

Mr. Denno. I am saying that would be our minimum needs that we 
can see at the present moment. 

Congressman Yorry. What is your maximum ¢ 

Mr. Denno. The maximum might be all of it. That we don’t know. 

Congressman Yorry. Would you think th: at the area of origin of 
the Trinity would perhaps be entitled to divert 25 percent ? 

Mr. Denno. I think if they need it they are entitled to it, or more. 

Congressman Yorry. That is what the project calls for, a diver 
sion of 25 percent by this project. 

Mr. Denso. We seem to have set up a howl. 

Congressman Mintuer. That is not a Republican howl. 

Mr. Denno. I am positive of that, sir. 

Congressman Yorty. Now you mentioned something I didn’t quite 
understand. Your reference to power, you said something about pri- 
vate power bei ing cheaper than publie power. 

Mr. Denno. Yes. Private enterprise has always built power much 
cheaper than the Bureau of Reclamation. 

Congressman Yorry. Is your attitude toward this project influ- 
enced in any way by the power features ¢ 

Mr. Denro. It certainly is, because in Humboldt County we have 
about 400 people on the payroll of P. G. & E., and they are the high- 
est tax payers. 

Congressman Yorty. Do you see any conflict in this project and 
the P.G. & E.? 

Mr. Denso. If we were to lose 400 taxpayers in Humboldt County 
and about $500,000 in taxes, I see a conflict. 

Congressman Yorry. Your opposition is not on the availability of 
water as on the power features ¢ 

Mr. Denso. It is on both. 

Congressman Yorry. You feel because it is possible the Trinity 
power features might be publicly constructed that is additional argu- 
ment against the project ¢ 
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Mr. Denso. Until such time as it is needed. Then either the Federal 
Government pulls out the Bureau of Reclamation and says your sur- 
vey is over, or gives the Bureau of Reclamation 2 or 3 years. I see no 
reason why any action should be taken. 

Congressman Yorry. Regardless of conditions in other places where 
it might be utilized, you wouldn’t consent to even a 1 percent diver- 
sion ¢ 

Mr. Denzo. Not at the present moment because there is water being 
wasted from every stream in the United States, the Hudson, Missis- 
SsIpp}, and every ol her place. 

Chairman Harrtson. You were speaking that you had certain mem- 
bers of your group who wanted to concur in the statement of opposi- 
tion. If you would like to have them stand and give their names for 
the record it will help clear the list of names so the chairmen will know 
how to proceed. 

Bos Marues. I am the president of the Brizard organization. I 
would like to concur, but there are possibly a few things which I feel 
might throw a little light on the future thinking along this line. 

As I look around this group I have many friends. My company 
that I represent rode this country in 1763 and took an active part in 
the development of it and still tales an active part in the community. 
I have served on this Trimty committee for about 6 years with the 
board of supervisors. Never once have we definitely opposed the 
Trinity diversion. We have said we want to know if we are going 
to be taken care of and frankly, we have yet to have that answer. And 
we are still waiting for that answer. You are spending our tax dollars 
to get that report for us. We stand ready when the report is here, 
[ am sure, to meet with your honorable group and tell you how we feel 
about it. 

I want to bring out a few other points that I think were overlooked. 

Congressman Miniter. Would it help if your State legislature gave 
its endorsement to the project ¢ 

Mr. Marues. It certainly would. I want to bring out a few things 
that I think this group is interested in. No. 1 is that you have just 
recently—this country of ours seems to need a precious metal stock- 
pile. You have voted millions for it, you have selected this community 
for it, what power development you may need is problematical right 
now. When you ask any of this group of men what our needs are go- 
ing to be. You don’t know. When there are 25.000 to 30,000 acres 
in our own community being surveyed and taken care of, or thought 
of, for mineral development, Lord knows, what the power develop- 
ment may be in our area. 

As one who has lived all his life here, the Klamath River, which is 
the cheapest power to tide water in the United States, bar none, had 
a site selected for it, a tunnel built and the State of California put up 
$650,000, then voted a referendum for no further development on the 
Klamath River. Can any of us old pioneers help thinking what may 
happen to the Trinity when we saw the Klamath made a referendum 
by the voters of California. 

I know the Trinity River is an important project. I know we need 
water, but if you will give us the money to build some roads we will 
bring more people than the Trinity project every thought of doing. 

Chairman Harrtson. Evidently the Chair was in error as to what 
was meant by concurrence. 
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The next witness will be A. W. Way, California State senator. 

A. W. Way. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen of the committee, I am glad 
to be with you. It is a pleasure to be here. Mention has been made 
by one of the speakers of senate bill No. 749, Klamath River Commis- 
sion. This bill of which I am one of the authors provides as follows: 
There is in the State government of California the Klamath Rive 
Commission. It is the function of this commission to cooperate with 
i similar commission representing the State or Oregon in formulat- 

ng and submitting to the legislatures for their approval an interstate 
oomnae’ relative to the distribution and use of the waters of the 
amath River. No compact or agreement is binding on the State of 

California until it has been approved by the legislature of this State 
and the Congress of the United States. The State engineer shal! 
cooperate with the commission and furnish it with thé engineering 
data. 

! want to file this bill with you in your records to let you know that 
we are studying the Klamath and Trinity River diversions in ow 
State legislature. We intend, if we have the opportunity, to give it 
very very thorough study and consideration. 

Congressman Minter. May I ask a question. Were you in the Sen- 
ate when they took the Trinity River division out of the Central Valley 
project ? 

Senator Way. Yes, that was in 1945. 

Congressman Mintier. You thought it should be out ? 

Senator Way. Subject to surrounding circumstances to protect th 
people of the State of California. We wish the Bureau of Reclamatio 
to complete its study of our potentialities, and that was the thinking 
behind that bill. 

Congressman Miuirr. Do you think when another study of the 
yt se is completed, your legislature might approve it? 

Senator Way. It all depends on what the study shows. If it shows 
th at the diversion does not eat up our potential usages, yes, but we must 
he protected in our potential industries’ use of this water. If after all 
of our industries are provided for with the surplus to ‘take care of 
unforeseen things, then we have no objection to the water that is oven 
being used. But we wish California industrial and potential indus- 
trial needs to be taken care of for the future. 

Congressman Eneir. May I ask one question. Do you think that 
the potential needs of Humboldt County, industrial needs that is, 
would ever exceed the total industries in the 12 major cities in the 
United States? 

Senator Way. We of course think that Humboldt County is greate1 
than the 12 major cities in potentialities; yes. Humboldt County has 
never yet been explored. 

Congressman Eneue. You ought to be a member of the chamber 
of commerce. 

Senator Way. I am boosting Humboldt County, as well as the rest 
of California. 

Congressman Ener. You certainly are, Senator. 

Senator Way. The Bureau of Reclamation has sent Mr. Hanso1 
here to make a thorough study. He spoke a few nights ago and said 
the study wasn’t completed. So let’s wait on this thing until we know 
what Mr. Hanson comes up with. We have a commercial fish industry 
here in northern California which is the second largest industry iy 
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northern California. The only larger industry is the lumbering indus- 
try. Now this diversion of the Trinity they say they are going to 
buil la dam 252 feet high at Lewiston, and I have : asked the fish and 
game commission if fis h can be put over a ladder over the 252 feet of 
a and they say “No.” Iasked them if the fish could be pumped over 
this 252 feet and they still say “No.” Above this dam there are 127 
miles of the finest spawning grounds in California where the King 
salmon are spawned, and the King salmon are the basis of our com- 
mercial fish industry. Are we going to ruin one industry that we 
might help another? I think we had better be a little careful if we 
are going to ruin our second largest industry in California. I know 
you will be. 

Now we have another matter, the Indian matter. Before you in 
Congress today is the Indian bill returning to the Indians all of every- 
thing they run themselves. I happen to be on the interim committee 
of the Senate of this Indian affairs committee, and we have figured 
up that if this is done that it will cost the State of California a ter- 
rific amount of money to take over that which the Federal Govern- 
ment has always handled. Now there are about 1,600 Indians in Hum- 
boldt, Del Norte, and Klamath Counties, and those 1,600 Indians have 
water rights. What are you going to do with them? Are you going 
to dump the water rights of the Indians out the back door? Are you 
going to take their resources away from them? Are you going to 
dump them out in the cold world and let the sharks t: ike them down 
the line? We of the interim committee hope } you will listen to some- 
body of our attorney general’s office who will come back to Washing- 
ton to discuss this bill with you and see if we can’t work out something 
for the good of these Indians, those who made our country possible, 
our forefathers, the pioneers. Are we going to dump them out into 
the cold and take the water rights away from them and Jet the white 
boys that want to shark on them, take the only real thing they have of 

value to make their lands worth while. 

As we sat over at the golf club I noticed the Sacramento River 
coursing down there just full of water. Are we overlooking the Sacra- 
mento River as a possibility? The Feather River? The Pit River? 
The Tuolumne River? And going up and t: ake : away from the Trin- 
itv River that water which the countr y in the San Joaquin and Santa 
Clara Counties have in their back door? Why not exhaust the poten- 
tialities of the water in the back door of these v alleys and then if you 
need it come up and talk to the boys on the Trinity River ? 

(The following was submitted by Senator W: ay for the record :) 


SENATE BILu No. 749 
Introduced by Senators Collier, Powers, and Way 


JANUARY 14, 1953—Referred to Committee on governmental efficiency 


AN ACT to add chapter 2.5 to division 1, title 2, of the Government code, 
creating a California Klamath River Commission and prescribing its powers 
and duties. 

The people of the State of California do enact as follows: 

Section 1, Chapter 2.5 is added to division 1, title 2, of the Government code, 
to read: 

“CHAPTER 2.5. CALIFORNIA KLAMATH RIVER COMMISSION 


“8110. There is in the State government a California Klamath River Com- 
mission. 
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“S111. As used in this chapter “commission” means California Klamath 
River Commission. 


“8112. The commission shall consist of five members appointed by the Gov- 
ernor. One of the members shall be appointed from persons residing in each of 
the following counties: (1) Modoc, (2) Siskiyou, (3) Trinity, (4) Del Norte, 
and (5) Humboldt. The members shall be so appointed that one member is 
selected from qualified persons engaged in each of the following fields:(@) agri- 
culture, (b) mining, (c) lumbering, (d) fishing, and (e) other industries, 

“8113. Each member of the commission shall be entitled to receive his actual 
necessary expenses while on official business of the commission. 

“8114. The chairman of the commission shall be selected by the commission. 

“8115. The commission shall appoint a secretary who may be one of its mem- 
bers and may employ such employees as it deems necessary to carry out its 
functions under this chapter. It may also incur necessary expenses to effec 
tuate its purposes.” 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much, Senator. 

Mr. Irvin Quinn, former State senator, igs our next witness. 

Irvin Quinn. Gentlemen of the congressional committee, I will be 
very brief, but I want to say here that I think you should have a little 
physical description of the dam, where it. is located, and what it will 
do. Now the dam is out here only 35 or 40 miles from where you are 
and it’s on the west divide. All the water from it flows down into the 
Pacific Ocean. Now we don’t feel that that should go out of our com- 
munity down here. It ig about 170 miles from where the dam is being 
built to the Pacific Ocean and that is quite a long extent of country. 
It runs along through 40 or 50 miles of my county, Humboldt, and we 
are in hopes ‘that the development of great paper mills and things such 
as that will soon come about. I believe the Massachusetts Technical 
Co. was in the last week or two trying to get informtaion on such a 
development. Now all of that will take a great deal of water and 
we don’t know how much. The question was asked how long would 
it be before we would need this water. Well, in Los Angeles I think 
if they had shut down on their development and their opportunities 
to go out and get water 10 years ago, why what would be your popula 
tion today ? After this water business is once established we ee it 
is going to be permanent and if it is not going to be there, we cannot 
very likely get it back. 

One other angle that I wanted to impress upon you was the fact of 
the Feather River project. It is over on the other side of the canyon 
down a hundred miles or so. It is 214 or 3 times larger than the Trinity 
Dam. It has sufficient water to take care of all of these things down 
south, not only in the San Joaquin Valley, but over in Ventura and 
even down into the south over the Tehac -hapis. That is only one 
project that is being contemplated, and why don’t they move in and 
get those things done before they reach out into a foreign country 
where they have no contact. 

I think that is all I have to say. 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much, Mr. Quinn. 

Congressman Ener. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say I served 
in the State legislature with Senator Quinn. He was a distinguished 
and wonderful gentleman then as he is now, and I am glad to see him 
back before this committee. Senator, it is good to see you again. 

Chairman Harrison. Robert Gerdes, vice president and general 
counsel of the Pacific Gas & Electric Co., has a statement to make. 
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It has just been called to my attention that Assemblyman Bellotti 
has to catch a plane shortly and would like to appear briefly before 
the committee. We will hear him now. 

Assemblyman Betvorrti. I am the,State assemblyman from the first 
assembly district which comprises the counties of Del Norte, Hum- 
boldt, and Mendocino. The two counties that are particularly in- 
terested in this project are those of Del Norte and Humboldt. I don’t 
want to repeat a lot of the statements that have been made except to 
tell you gentlemen that most of the people in my district are not only 
concerned over the diversion of the waters of the Trinity River, but 
they are confused, confused because of the fact that this project was 
taken out of the State water plan in 1945 by our able senator at the 
time, Mr. Quinn. I think that the general feeling which prevails right 
now is that when it was taken out that then it would require legislative 
act to put it back in before the waters could be diverted. 

Congressman Ener. Wouldn’t it be proper to interpret the legisla- 
tive act as taking the project out of the State water plan to remove it 
from the field of State construction and thereby facilitating the pos- 
sibility of Federal construction ¢ 

Assemblyman Brxxortti. It could well be. 1am pointing out to you 
the attitude of the people and why, because at the last session of the 
legislature a joint resolution authorizing Congress to proceed with 
the diversion of this river was not approved. Subsequently a house 
resolution of mine asking that the diversion be delayed until such 
time as studies be made to determine our ultimate needs was approved. 
That is all I have tosay. 

Congressman Eneir. Mr. Bellotti, am I mistaken in my belief that 
we could reasonably say that the removal of the Trinity River project 
from the State water plan had in effect facilitated the possibility of 
Federal construction rather than barring it? It seems to me this gun 
shot powder backward instead of forward. 

Assemblyman Brttorti. 1 am too confused because there are dif- 
fere nees of opinion. I say to you gentlemen that we are not by and 
large op pose sd to letting the other sec tions - the State use the sur plus 
waters, but certainly we are interested in what we need. I should 
point out to you that we have a very fine example in the south fork 
of the Eel River where the water is diverted into the Russian River. 
That was allowed to be diverted several years ago and today there is 
hardly sufficient water in the Eel to sustain fish life. I am sure you 
will consider the welfare of the people of our area as well as the 
people of the other sections. 

Thank you for giving me this opportunity to speak to you so we 
may go on back to Eureka. 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you, Mr. Bellotti. Now Mr. Gerdes 
will proceed. 

Rozert H. Grrves. Mr. Chairman and members of the Commit- 
tee, my name is Robert H. Gerdes. I am vice president and general 
counsel of the Pacific Gas & Electric Co., the power company which 
serves northern and central California. I am glad to have this oppor- 
tunity to appear before this committee again, particularly here in 
Redding. I want to mention that within a relatively short radius 
from Redding my company owns and operates 22 hydroelectric plants 
with about three-quarters of a million kilowatts of installed capacity 
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which is over 114 times the combined capacity of Shasta and Keswick 
Dams. 

Within the same distance from Redding we have proposed plants 
that are under construction or under application to the Federal Power 
Commission with a total proposed capacity of about 800,000 kilowatts. 

We welcome this opportunity to appear before this committee and 
present the e« ompany Ss proposal for a cooper: itive program for devel- 
opment of the Trinity River project. 

At the outset we wish to make it clear that the Pacific Gas & Elec- 
tric Co. fully supports the policy of the construction of economically 
sound water conservation projects. The company has played an im- 
portant part in the conservation of the waters of California. Follow- 
ing in the footsteps of the 49’ers, the company utilized the storage 
reservoirs and ditches built for mining in most of its early hydro- 
electric projects. 

Today the company owns and operates 57 storage reservoirs with a 
total effective capacity of nearly a million and a half acre-feet. Wa- 
ter released from these reservoirs, after passing through one or more 
powerplants, is distributed to irrigators or is returned to the river 
channels and augments the flow available in the summer season for 
downstream irrigation, domestic and a beneficial uses. 

The company has long followed : v policy of coope rating with the 
Federal and State governments, irrigation districts, cities, and other 
governmental agencies in the development and storage of water. At 
some of these storage projects the company has installed generating 
facilities and contracted to make a water use payment which ma- 
terially aided in eee of the cost of the project. In — cases 
it has provided an assured market by contracting to pure has » power 
to be developed at these public projects and there by aided in fin: incing 
their construction. This is not a new policy ; but dates back to the 
early 1920's when the first major irrigation storage projects were 
started. At the present time our engineers are devoting considerable 
a ort toisuepen ative studies of conservation projects proposed by irri- 

gation districts, the State, and other agencies. 

The company has followed this policy of cooperation with respect 
to the Central Valley project. We have coordinated the use of project 
power with the power we generate in our own plants so all dependable 
power capacity is made firm. Our contract with the Bureau calls for 
coordination and integration of the electric systems of the project and 
the company, and further provides for scheduling and interchange of 
power so as best to meet the combined load requirements of both 
parties. Project power not required by the United States or its other 
customers is purchased by the company and marketed over the com- 
pany’s regional transmission network at rates fixed by the California 
Public Utilities Commission. Project power is also distributed over 
the company system for the United States for its own uses and for its 
customers. 

Since the Central Valley project commenced operation, it received 
up to the end of 1953 a total revenue from water and power of more 
than $73,600,000. Of this revenue, approximately $60 million—or &2 
percent of the total—was paid by the company. This has enabled the 
project to pay its operation, m: 1intenance and replacement costs and 
leave more than $50 million toward repayment of the cost of the 
project. 
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The company believes that cooperation between public and private 
agencies in the generation and marketing of power developed at mul- 
tiple-purpose water projects best serves the public interest. We pro- 
pose such a program for the Trinity River project. 


COMPANY OFFERS TO BUILD TRINITY POWER FACILITIES 


Under Congressman Engle’s bill, H. R. 123, the Government would 
construct, in addition to water storage and conveyance works, four 
powerplants and transmission lines to Keswick switchyard. Total 
project cost is estimated at $190 million, of which approximately 
$40 million would be spent by the Government on power facilities. 

The company offers to construct all power-generating and related 
facilities of this project under the licensing provisions of the Federal 
Power Act which contain adequate safeguards to protect the public 
interest. For the privilege of using the falling water made available 
by the project, the company would make annual payments to the Gov- 
ernment in an amount to be agreed upon. 

This partnership between the company and the Government would 
save the Federal Treasury a capital outlay on project power features 
of about $40 million. The company’s annual payments would provide 
the project with an assured substantial income. In addition, the com- 
pany’s ownership of the power works would increase Federal tax 
revenues by nearly $1 million a year and provide another $900,000 a 
year in taxes for local governmental agencies. 

The company’s taxes accrued for 1953 amounted to $97,466,000, of 
which $43,577,000 was for local and State governments and $53,889,000 
for the Federal Government. Taxes charged to operations represented 
more than 25 percent of our revenues from all sources. The company 
pays taxes in 48 of the 58 counties of California. In a number of 
counties it pays a large portion of the total taxes collected for county 
purposes. For example: in Shasta County last year our payments 
constituted 44 percent of the total taxes levied by the county and 44 
percent of the taxes collected for schools. In Trinity County we paid 
19 percent of the total taxes levied by the county and 20 percent of the 
school taxes. 

Construction of Trinity project power generation and transmission 
facilities by the company would result in still greater tax payments to 
Shasta and Trinity Counties. In Trinity County our tax payments 
would be tripled and we would pay 44 percent of the total taxes levied 
by the county. Our payments to Shasta County would rise to over 50 
percent of the county’s total tax levy. 

The company is prepared to make joint studies with any authorized 
agency for the purpose of working out a definite arrangement for part- 
nership construction of the Trinity project. We respectfully suggest 
that the Engle bill be amended to contain provisions permitting con- 
struction of the power features under Federal Power Commission 
license. The legislative pattern for such provisions may be found in 
two bills (S. 3235 and H. R. 8661) recently introduced by Senator 
Cordon and Congressman Ellsworth to authorize a partnership devel- 
opment in Oregon. 
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The partnership concept of development is in accord with national 
policy as expressed by the President and the Secretary of the Interior. 
It conforms with Interior Department policy which specifically states : 

The Department does not assume that it has the exclusive right or responsibil‘ty 
for the construction of dams or the generation, transmission, and sale of electric 
energy in any area, basin, or region. In general, it will not oppose the construc- 
tion of facilities which local interests, either public or private, are willing and 
able to provide, in accordance with licenses and other controls of the Federal 
Power Commission or other appropriate regulatory bodies and which are con- 
sonant with the best development of the natural resources of the area. 

The foregoing policy was recognized and approved by the House 
Committee on Appropri: tions which declared in its 1953 report: 

With respect to construction activities, essential and completely justified pro- 
a ts in the construction stage shall be carried to completion to avoid waste of 

Federal funds, but wherever possible, private enterprise shall be taken into 
partnership to build, own, and operate that part of each project that can be 
handled by private ownership under conditions that protect the interest of all 
the people (H. Rept. 314, 838d Cong., 1st sess. 2 (1953).) 

The taxes which the company would pay on this development would 
render unnecessary those provisions of H. R. 123 which require the 
project to reimburse local governments for increased costs and loss of 
taxes resulting from Federal construction. The partnership arrange- 
ment we propose for the project would, we believe. be in the best in- 
terests of the water users and Federal and local taxpayers. 

[ might say, Mr. Chairman, that we have put before each of you a 
copy of am: igazine article entitled “The Challenge of the West Coast’s 
Dynamic Growth,” which is a reprint from the ¥ ebruary issue of the 
Public Utilities Fortnightly. It contains quite an interesting discus- 
sion of the growth that we have had duri ing the last decade or “12 years 
in ¢ ‘alifornia and also indicates something of the construction that 
my company has undertaken to meet that tremendous growth. Since 
the end of the war we have spent over $1,200 million on new construc- 
tion, and we have added to our plant more than 2 million kilowatts 
of power capacity, which is roughly about 5 times the installed capac- 
ity of Shasta and Keswick powerplants combined. 

Congressman AsprnaLu. I have a few questions I would like to ask. 
Now with that rec ord of construction back of you since the war, Mr. 
Gerdes, why can’t you take over this whole project 

Mr. Gerpes. Well, to my knowledge, we have not made the study of 
taking over the entire project. I have no knowledge of whether it 
would be feasible. 

Congressman AsprnaLu. You feel there is a market for the power ¢ 

Mr. Gerpes. There will be a market for the power as it becomes 
available, assuming that we have a continuation of the growth of 
population, which is almost certain, 

Congressman AspinaLL. Do you have any working arrangement 
with any other project of this kind whereby you have built the power 
part. of the project and taken advantage of the falling water? 

Mr. Gerpes. Yes, we did that, I believe, it was late in the 1920’s by 
contract with the Oakdale and South San Joaquin Irrigation Districts 
on the Stanilaus River. 

Congressman AspinaLL. But not a Federal project ? 

Mr. Gerpves. We have also done that, my associate, Mr. Bonner, re- 
minds me, at the Federal dam on the Yuba River. 

Congressman AsprnaLu. Is that a reclamation project ? 
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Mr. Gerves. No, it is an Army project. 

Congressman AsprnaLy. But you haven’t any arrangements such 
as this oo h isa Federal reclamation project 

Mr. Gerpes. The only reclamation project in the area that comes 
to my mind is the Central Valley project, and there we do not have 
that arrangement. 

Congressman AspinaLL. What you propose is that the Government 
shall construct with its moneys certain features and then you shall take 
advantage by making use of the falling water, isn’t that right? 

Mr. Gerpes. You say “take advantage,” that is true, but we would 
pay for the advantage we would get. 

Congressman AspInALL, By you suggesting that you would pay for 
it, do I understand that you would pass on to the consumer the saving 
which would be made because of the low cost of production of power 4 

Mr. Grerpes. We would certainly pass it on. Under the rules of 
the California Public Utilities Commission we would not be entitled 
to include anything in our rate base on account of that acquisition, so 
that any savings would be passed on to the consumer. 

Congressman AsPINALL. What advantage is it to you to go ahead 
and construct the power features of the project if you are going to pass 
it all on the consumer ¢ 

Mr. Grrves. Well, it would provide us with another power supply 
and we would make a reasonable return on the remaining portion of 
our property which we own. 

Congressman AsprInaLL. Which would be determined by the Public 
Utilities Commission of California; is that correct ? 

Mr. Gerpes. Determined by the California Public Utilities Com- 
mission, and we have had a very efficient and one of the most progres- 
sive—and I am speaking now from the point of view of the public— 
commissions that exist, I believe, in this country. 

Congressman AsrrnaLL. What is the comparison of public power, 
that is, the amount of public power and the amount of private power 
produced in eee a? 

Mr. Grerpves. Well, you say in California. Now I am going to speak 
more of northern a “ central California hes ause that is where my com- 
pany serves. I don’t have the figures so readily at hand with regard 
to southern California, and you know they obtain part of their supply 
from Boulder. As for Shasta and Keswick, the installations there, 
as I recall the information, is nominally 450,000 kilowatts. Last sum- 
mer we had a power load, as I recall, of approximately 3,300,000 kilo- 
watts. That gives you some proportion. 

Congressman Donovan. Seven toone? 

Mr. Gerves. It isabout 15 percent, Mr. Bonner indicated to me. 

Congressman AspInaLL. Which is higher than the national average. 

Mr. Grerpes. I think it is pretty close to the national average, that 
15 percent, as I recall the figures. 

Congressman AsprnaLL. Do you know of any other instance in the 
United States where any private utility has the sort of an arrange- 
ment with the Federal Government which you propose ? 

Mr. Grerves. Some of these arrangements have been made with the 
Army, as I understand it. Ihave read of them. I don’t have the names 

on the tip of my tongue, but I know there are some such arrangements 
which have been made with the Army. One such arrangement is being 
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proposed in Oregon in that bill that I mentioned with respect to 
which Senator Cordon introduced in the Senate. 

Congressman AsPInaLL. But as far as the reclamation program is 
concerned you know of none? 

Mr. Gerprs. No, I know of none. 

Congressman AspInaLL. But you do know of some where the power 
company proposes to build the transmission lines 4 

Mr. Gerpes. Yes, we have made that offer right from the beginning 
of the Central Valley project. 

Congressman Yorry. Mr. Gerdes, if the Federal Government were 
to take up this arrangement here, it would be unique in the Central 
Valley project, wouldn’t it ? 

Mr. Gerpes. It would be different from the arrangements made here 
tofore. 

Congressman Yorry. This would then be the only power installa 
tion integrated in the Central Valley project where you would actual 
ly build and own the generating plant ? 

Mr. Grerpes We see that it would create no problem. On the other 
hand, it would save the Government a large sum of money in the con 
struction. 

Congressman Yorty. Well now, of course, we rely on the power 
revenues to subsidide some of the other features of these projects. It 
is your feeling that you would take care of that by some sort of pay- 
ment? ' 

Mr. Gerpes. We would make a payment for falling water, as I have 
called it. In other words, the Government’s installation of reservoirs 
and tunnels would create the falling water or the head which has the 
capability of producing power from turbines and generators, and we 
would make a payment for that. We are prepared, as I stated in the 
prepared statement, to negotiate with any agency that the Congress 
would designate as to the amount of that payment. It is our belief, 
as a result of a study of this matter, that 1t would be for the overall 
interest of water users and taxpayers. 

Congressman Yorry. Of course, at the time of the payout of the 
project under your plan, your company would own the generating 
facilities and not the Government; is that right? 

Mr. Gerves. Under our plan we would own them at the beginning 
and at the end, but under our plan there would be no termination date 
on the payments that we would make. We would pay as long as we 
were using the falling water. 

Congressman Yorry. This contract as far as you are concerned 
would run in perpetuity as long as you would use it ? 

Mr. Gerves. What we had proposed was that we take a license 
under the Federal Power Act, and licenses are limited to 50 years under 
the Federal Power Act. At the end of that 50 years the Federal 
Government has a right to take over the project upon payment of the 
then net investment in the project, or if it does not choose to take it 
over, then the Government would renew the license. If it renewed the 
license we would continue to make further payments. 

Congressman Yorry. At the end of 50 years, under the bill, there 
wouldn’t be anything for the Federal Government to pay in taking 
it over; would there ? 

Mr. Gerpes. That would depend on how the depreciation rates were 
calculated on the power facilities. 
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Congressman Yorry. As I understand the bill, in that time it would 
well pay out the power features, but under your plan you would feel 
there would be some ‘thing else the Federal Governme nt had to pay if 
they wanted to take it over. 

Mr. Gerpes. No; the Power Act provides that if the Government 
desires to take it over it pays the then net investment, and that means 
the original cost less depreciation on the facilities as computed by the 
Federal Power Commission, not the power company. 

Congressman Yorry. If it was completely depreciated they would 
take it over for nothing / 

Mr. Gerpes. Yes. 

Congressman Yorry. Is that based on a replacement or historical 
cost at the time ¢ 

Mr. Gerves. The net investment of the Federal Power Act means 
what you call the historical cost, or the act refers to it as the actual 
legitimate original cost. 

Congressman Yorry. In view of all these complicated matters, and 
since the Central Valley project has proceeded so far, isn’t it better 
to go as it is because you are going to get the op neatuuite to market 
a great deal of this power anyway ¢ 

Mr. Grerpes. On the contrary, we feel quite otherwise or I wouldn't 
have appeared here today. We feel strongly that in this project and 
possibly future projects it would be to the interest of the Federal 
Government and all concerned in the State here, including power 
consumers and taxpayers, to have such an arrangement as we 
speak of. 

Congressman Yorry. I must say it is a very novel proposal coming 
in this late. But I wanted to call your attention to this one other 
fact without rattling old skeletons. You say the company has fol 
lowed the policy of cooperation with respect to the Central Valley 
pres As a matter of fact, the company opposed the Central 

Valley project and took it to a referendum. 

Mr. Gerpes. What you state is quite true. That took place at a time, 
you will rec: all, when there was a grave depression in the country, 
when there was a surplus of power in California and when agric ‘ultural 
products were in surplus. There was much emphasis of the power 
features and since there was a power surplus at that time the company 
believed that the project would cost much more than the $170 million 
authorized. The proof of that is the fact that the cost is now $600 
million. 

Congressman Yorry. It is a much bigger project than originally 
planned. 

Mr. Grerpes. We opposed it at that time. 

Congressman Yorry. Do you think you were mistaken then or do 
you think the project is all right now ? 

Mr. Gerpes. Far be it from me now to say that my predecessors 
were mistaken. We have never opposed it since. 

Congressman Yorry. If we don’t agree to your arrangement and 
allow you to construct the power facilities and own them, will you 
oppose this project, the Trinity project ? 

Mr. Gerves. Will you state that question again ? 

Congressman Yorry. If we do not agree to your plan that you have 
submitted, and you don’t know what the attitude of the Congress will 
be toward it, but assuming that it is not agreed to, will you then oppose 
this project ? 
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Mr. Gerpes. I don’t believe we would oppose the project. I think 
we would oppose any transmission lines that were involved in renew 
ing our offer to take power at the bus bar. 

Congressman Yorry. That position you have taken formerly ? 

Mr. Gerves. No change in that. 

Congressman Rrean. This a of Mr. Gerdes intrigues me 
very much, about the private industry. I didn’t get your answer if you 
were willing to invest $40 million in the facilities to handle the power, 
would you probably be interested in taking over the whole project ? 

Mr. Gerves. The difficulty, of course, is this whole project has a very 
substantial Federal subsidy involved for the irrigation phases. Now, 
we have never studied the project as to whether we could operate it as 
both irrigation and power. 

Congressman Rrcan. What I wanted to ask you is this: You are 
willing to put $40 million into the electrical facilities and you are will 
ing to pay a reasonable charge for the falling water. 

Mr. Gerpes. Right. 

Congressman Rrcan. Now, would those things that you pay, your 
installation of electrical equipment plus the charge for falling water 
which you are willing to pay the Government agency, be sufficient to 
meet the income at the reclamation service we might expect from that 
dam in electrical energy in enabling the project to subsidize the farm 
land below ¢ 

Mr. Gerpes. My associate who is an engineer told me that the 
figures introduced this morning contained the results of new studies 
that we have not had a chance to have our engineers examine: but it 
was the preliminary opinion of our engineers that the proposal that we 
made would provide a subsidy at least equal to the subsidy that was 
contemplated heretofore by the Bureau. 

Congressman Rrcan. That is what I was trying to get in. 

Congressman Yorry. In addition to that you would pay taxes ? 

Mr. Gerprs. Yes; a million dollars to the Federal Government and 
$900,000 to the counties. 

Congressman Yorry. What percentage of the taxes do you pay in 
Humboldt and Del Norte? 

Mr. Gerpes. My associate has a chart here that will give the tax 
payments by counties. I don’t have that one in mind. I know that 
we pay $7 million total every year to the counties in Congressman 
Engle’s district. 

Chairman Harrison. The Chair doesn’t want to shut off anybody 
asking questions, but the time is flying and we have several more 
witnesses who should be heard. Without objection, the Chair is at 
least going to invoke the 5-minute rule on the members hereafter. 

Mr. Geroves. I will answer this one question by stating that the taxes 
we paid last year in Humboldt were $649,000, which was 10 percent of 
the total taxes paid in that county. 

Congressman Donovan. How many employees does your company 
have ? 

Mr. Gerpes. Approximately 18,000. 

C a in Donovan. Are they all members of a union or unions ? 

Mr. Gerpes. All of what are commonly called the physical force are 
members of the A. F. of L., and some of the clerical force is also. 

Congressman Donovan. Are the Utility Workers of America—that 
is CIO—are they in your company at all? 
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Mr. Gerves. They were at one time. Part of the company was one 
union and then they had an election under the procedures provided 

Congressman Donovan. That’s okay. Have the unions taken any 
position on this question as to whether there should be public produc- 
tion and sale of power or extension of production and sale of power 
by the private utilities 

Mr. Grrpes. I want to be accurate in all the questions I answer, 
and I don’t recall. The local unions opposed the transmission lines 
to be constructed in connection with the Central Valley project about 
3 years ago, Iam reminded. 

Congressman Donovan. What about maintenance of power facili- 
ties? What is their position? What about the employees engaged 
in maintenance of your power-producing facilities / 

Mr. Gerpes. They are union. 

Congressman Donovan. Are they in favor of the extension or con- 
traction of public power ¢ 

Mr. Gerpes. Well, we haven’t conducted a ballot among the em- 
ployees. 

Congressman Donovan. The reason I asked the question is I think 
I can safely say on the east coast the unions, both A. F. of L. and 
C. I. O., have gone on record as being against the extension of public 
power. 

Mr. Gerpes. I am familiar with those actions, including the 
national oflicers of the union that has its employees in our company. 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much, Mr. Gerdes. A short 
time ago Mr. John R. Stokes of the city of Arcata, city attorney, 
wrote me and asked for some time today. I understand he is not 
present but Mr. Lee Brown is representing him, and has a short state- 
ment which we will hear at this time. 

Lee Brown. Mr. Chairman, members of the subcommittee, my 
name is Lee Brown. I am from Humboldt County, and I will assure 
you I will not engage in filibuster tactics that this group has endured 
most of the afternoon by some of my people over there. I served for 
314 years as member of the official water committee of Humboldt 
County, and on that committee was Mr. Robert Matthews who mor 
well today and our venerable Senator Quinn. I am here primarily 
the invitation of our exoflicio Congressman Engle to speak for the 
record here today. 

I will lead off by reading a wire that Congressman Engle sent me 
April 2 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, 

City of Arcata: 





Other public officials of Humboldt County will be given opportunity requested 
to be heard by Interior Subcommittee in Redding on April 16. I personally want 
to cooperate with you and the people of Humboldt County, but cooperation is a 
two-way street. I suggest that Humboldt interests drop their blind opposition to 
Trinity project and try to do something constructive for themselves. Best per- 
sonal regards, 

Congressman CLAIR ENGLE. 


Such is the record of Congressman Engle. Such is the record of the 
Bureau of Reclamation. They have always been willing at all times 
to cooperate with us in Humboldt County. In 1947 I was certainly 
one of the most violent leaders of the opposition. I was born and 
raised in Humboldt County, and my people came here in the early 
fifties, and certainly I was one of the stanchest defenders of our rights 
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and will remain as such. Sometimes, as Clair says, cooperation is a 
two-way street, and we can defeat our own purposes by being too eager 
and too selfish to hold on to things that are not rightfully ours. 

Now in 1947 in the middle of a very violent public meeting in Arcata 
at which I was present, I called Jim Carr in Chico—and he will verify 
what I am going to tell, He was home just out of the hospital, and 
if you will excuse me for a direct quote, I said to him, “What the hell’s 
going on over there with our water?” I rode him pretty hard and 
he told me as soon as he got out of his sickbed he would come to 
Sumboldt County with a staff of engineers and at a time and place 
the Bureau of Reclamation would present the facts of the Trinity 
project to the people of Humboldt County. He came there and we 
had an attendance of some 250 people, certainly the largest attendance 
ever to meet on the project. The Bureau had those maps, they out- 
lined the project, Mayor Hamm served as chairman of the meeting. 
After the meeting the city of Arcata went on record as endorsing the 
Trinity River project. The Board of Supervisors of Humboldt County 
appointed a water committee of which I was a member serving with 
Senator Quinn, Robert Matthews, and others. 

In 1950 Mr. Marshall Jones, regional manager of the Bureau at 
Chico who is here, suggested that we ask for a study, and that is the 
study that they are telling the people here present that the Federal 
Government is wasting Federal funds doing in our area. That study 
was not to study the Trinity River diversion. That was to make a 
resource survey, a water survey of the area and certainly in terms of 
utilization in our area, and the end product of this survey to be a proj- 
ect in our area in which we can utilize our own water resources. 

I can remember that my father, who was an engineer, back in 1924 
went up to Dunsmuir and did preliminary surveys on that project, 
and he told me that was the finest water and power project he had ever 
seen. I talked to Vern Hanson, the man in charge of the survey in 
Arcata, no less than 10 days ago, and he told me the words of my 
father in 1924 were just about as true now as they were then; and 
that while they didn’t have the fioures in terms of heavy industrial 
use in our’area it was indicated that project is economically feasible. 

There we could store a million acre-feet. We would utilize the Mad 
River and we would divert the Trinity River, we would divert the south 
fork of the Trinity River to our watershed. That isthe reason I haven’t 
been violently opposed to diversion of the Trinity River. We are 
going to have to come some day before a Congress and ask that we 
divert the Trinity River. 

The point that I am going to bear out is that Humboldt County, 
certainly not all of us, are opposing this project. We have Redwood 
Creek alone that has a runoff of a million acre-feet a year. If this sub- 
committee will protect our interests and see that we have funds to 
develop our water over there, and if possible we can have a minimum 
of 200 second-feet flow down that river, and some funds to help us 
develop our projects over there, I am sure we would be amply taken 
eareof. That certainly is my position, and that is the position of many 
many good citizens of Humboldt County. Thank you. 

Chairman Harrison. Is Mr. Robert Lake in the room representing 
the Hoopa Indians? Who represents the Hoopa Indians? 

A Representative. Gentlemen, I am representing the general 
council of the Hoopa Indians. We would like a complete survey 
of this water-diversion project before it is started. Like these other 
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gentlemen before me, we have large resources down there. We 
would like to have that survey made. I believe they said there has 
been surveys, but I have never seen any yet. I believe we should 
have that first. 

Chairman Harrison. That is the position of your tribe, is that 
right ¢ 

RepRESENTATIVE. Yes; we are right at the mouth of the Trinity 
River. We are pressed for time, and I would like to see the rest 
of the people get a chance to talk. 

Chairman Harrison. The Yurok Indians are represented by 
Princess Lowana Brantner. 

Princess Lowana Brantner. My name is Princess Lowana Brant- 
ner. I represent the Yurok Tribe, lower Klamath strip. With me 
is Edgar McLoughlin, of Witchipec, who represents the upper Kla- 
math strip. 

I have come a long way for the opportunity to talk to you for only 
a limited time. There is a lot we, the Yurok Indians, don’t under- 
stand about the Trinity River diversion. 

I would like to state about four important reasons why the Yurok 
Indians don’t believe that any water should be taken out of the Trinity 
River. 

The first is: When Oregon takes the water out of the Klamath 
River = irrigate the Chiloquin Indian Reservation, Tule Lake, and 
Butte \ ‘alley, we wonder how much water would be left in the 
Klamath River. 

Second, Indiam timber, logging companies, and the Forest Service 
have a vast stand of timber that is being logged off. The Indians 
work for these logging companies, making their livelihood. Those 
logs have to be rafted down the river to Klamath. There are no 
roads, and if there is not enough water, the logging companies have 
to close down. There are days during the summer months when there 
is not sufficient water 

Third, we would like a complete study of our mineral and other 
resources on the Lower Klamath Basin. Gold has been. found on 
the upper Klamath River and on the Trinity River, and if other 
mineral is found, we would need the water in both rivers to develop 
our resources. 

Fourth, if the water is taken out of the two rivers there would not 
be enough water left to allow the salmon and steelhead to spawn. 
The Copco Dam has ruined the spawning grounds for thousands of 
salmon. During the summer months, along the banks of the Klamath 
River you can see dead trout by the hundreds—the water being low 
and warm. 

I want to express my sincere appreciation for appearing before your 
honorable group in behalf of my people who have lived and been a 
part of northern California since the white man arrived on the Ameri- 
can Continent. 

Chairman Harrtson. The next witness will be Mrs. Pauline Davis, 
State assemblywoman. 

Mrs. Pauntine Davis. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen of this committee, 
T know that you must be weary and the time is getting late, so I will 
just take a moment of your time. 

I represent seven of the largest northern California counties in 
the State. All of these seven counties are counties of origin. As I 
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was listening to the testimony of the people of Humboldt and Del 
Norte Counties, this question arose in my mind that I want to call to 
your attention and also to the people from this particular area. 

During this last budget session I submitted a proposal for appro- 
priations for a county of origin study in the amount of $376,000. 
The question I am asking now of the people in that area is why they 
did not choose to contact me since the \ have stipul: ited here definite sly 
today that their concern is their ultimate use of water. Again I 
state why didn’t they contact me and ask to be included in this county 
of origin survey. When I first submitted this proposal, it only im 
cluded my seven counties in my assembly district. I want to call 
that to the attention of those people, in case they overlooked it, that 
possibly it is very important to them in the future. 

[ want to, in closing, affirm again my position in regard to 
the Trinity project. After all, my assembly district at the present 
time consists of the proposed Fe ather River project and the canine 
‘Trinity project, so you see I have more than one proposed project 
in my district at this time. I am very much in favor of the Trinity 
River project being constructed at the very first opportunity. Thank 
vou. 

Congressman Eneir. I want to compliment the lady on her state 
ment. She represents the biggest assembly district in California, the 
seven northe rm counties of my COnNgresslon: il d strict. I am ols ad she 

called attention to the fact that it is a little odd that the people of Hum- 
bok lt County should be asserting their rights as a county of origin 
while trying to deprive Trinity County, which originates 80 per- 
cent, from controlling 25 percent of the water of that stream. 

Chairman Harrison. The next witness will be Paul Bodenhamer 
of the Redding Record-Searchheht. 

Mr. Bopennamer. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, 
I will save the committee’s time by handing the text to the reporter 
and briefing the oral remarks. My name is Paul C. Bodenhamer. I 
am editor of the Redding Record-Searchlight, a newspaper which 
circulates in Shasta and Trinity Counties. T his area 1S one In whie h 
much more water falls than we can ever possibly use, so we recognize 
that it is perfectly proper and right that it be developed and stored 
and the surplus be sent to areas of need. Some of that is already 
being done, of course, by Shasta and Keswick Dams. It is also true 
that while ours is an area of surplus water, we have within the area 
a shortage, and I am sure that Congressman Engle, when he offers a 
bill to authorize this project, will include such features as are neces 
sary to take care of those local areas of a 

Now besides the general benefits to California, I think I might 
mention local benefits which we recognize here which have not been 
discussed today. We can anticipate what will happen to Trinity 
County by looking back at what happened in Shasta County when 
Shasta Dam was built. It was not just a matter of the payroll and 
activity, important as they are at the time. Shasta Dam brought 
to our area men with skilled hands and trained minds and many of 
them have stayed here to become very valuable citizens of our commu- 
nity. There have been some byproduc ts of the project that have been 
of immense value. Shasta Lake is a haven for boating enthusiasts and 
for fishing enthusiasts—and the bass are taking surface bugs out 
there this afternoon. lam informed. There are also several other kinds 
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of fish in the lake. Now another rather unexpected byproduct which 
we have discovered here is that the lake has made the Sacramento 
River a cold-water stream all the year round whereas it had been 
warm in the summer, The result has been to develop it into a terrifi 
cally fine trout stream, and now a fine run of steelhead in the river 
which can be caught within the city limits of Redding. The saimon 
which ran before and came here in rather soft condition in the warm 
sunumer now arrive in fine condition. 

All of these things create permanent resources of value to the local 
people, and too, | think, to the people of the United States. We think 
this is sound business in developing these resources, and we are grate- 
ful to you gentlemen for coming here to give them your consideration. 
‘Thank you. 

(Prepared statement as follows:) 


Although California as a whole is short of water, this Shasta-Trinity County 
area in which the Trinity River project would be built is an area of water sur- 
plus. The only trouble is that the surplus is in the wrong place, and at the 
wrong time. 

This area produces or originates much more water than it can ever use. Some 
of the surplus is now being carried to areas of shortage by the present develop- 
ment of the Central Valley project. It is right and proper that even more of 
the local surplus be moved to places where it can be used. Most of the areas 
of need lie to the south, in the Sacramento and San Joaquin Valleys, and so 
most of the surplus should go there. We believe in the development of water 
resources for the benefit of the whole area, and consequently we believe the 
Trinity River Division should be added to the Central Valley project. 

But even though our local area is one of overall water surplus, it, too, has 
its areas of shortage which need to import or store water for summer irrigation 
use and for domestic and industrial supply. They are, we believe, quite as prop- 
erly entitled to the benefits of Federal reclamation development, including the 
financial assistance that comes from project power houses, as the areas at a 
greater distance. Therefore we shall ask the committee to authorize, along 
with the Trinity diversion, and Shasta County irrigation development as proves 
feasible. The Millville Dam on Cow Creek, for example, would irrigate several 
thousand acres now short of water. 

Besides being good for California as a whole, we recognize that the project 
will have many direct benefits for Shasta and Trinity Counties. We know that 
because we have seen what Shasta Dam did for Shasta County. The construc- 
tion activity and payroll started a business development and population growth 
that have continued evér since. In the 15 years since work started on Shasta 
Dam, the assessed valuation of property in Shasta County has increased nearly 
150 percent—from $34 million in 1988 to $83 million in 1953. 

The project brought men with skilled hands and trained minds, and many 
of them have remained here to become valuable members of community life. 
The project has created a beautiful lake which is an attraction for boating and 
fishing enthusiasts. The bass are biting out there today, and the lake also offers 
rainbow, German brown and Kamloops trout, Kokanee land-locked salmon and 
blue-gill perch. 

As an unexpected bonus, Shasta Dam made the Sacramento River a cold- 
water stream the year around, whereas it had been warm and low in summer. 
The result has been to make it an excellent trout stream with a fine run of 
steelhead trout. The salmon which run in the river to spawn now arrive here 
in good condition because of the colder water. We actually catch both steelhead 
and salmon within the city limits of Redding. 

Trinity County undoubtedly will have a comparable development when the 
Trinity River Division is constructed. Its dams and lakes will be permanent 
attractions for the vacationist and fisherman. 

We believe it’s sound business and wise use of resources to develop the Trinity 
River Division of the Central Valley project. And we are grateful to the 
Honorable Members of Congress for giving it this attention. 


Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much. The next witness will 
be State Senator Edwin J. Regan. 
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Senator Enwin J. Regan. Mr. Chairman, members of the commit- 
tee, my name is Ed Regan. I am the Senator from this district, the 
Fifth Senatorial District. 

I think there has been some conflicting statements and probably 
some questions which have arisen concerning the matter before this 
committee that a little enlightenment on the law of the case would 
help. 

Il certainly don’t contend that I am a water lawyer, because the 
lawyers of California are having a difficult time determining just 
what the law of the State is. But I think we should put first things 
first and understand this: who owns the water in California. The 
water is owned by the people of the State of California, and it so states 
in the water code. No county owns the water; it is owned by all of 
the people. I believe it is the consensus of those in the State who are 
cognizant of the problem of the water and the distribution, that unless 
California in the foreseeable future makes arrangements to conserve 
every drop of water which falls on the State of California and to con- 
serve every drop of water which flows into the State to which the State 
is entitled, then this State of California will suffer. There isn’t any 
question about that. Even the State engineer has made that state- 
ment and you will find that in the reports and so on. So we must 
start with the thesis that we must conserve every drop of water falling 
on the State and flowing into the State. 

How do we do it? We do it by the construction of multiple-purpose 
projects. How do we construct them? Because of the billions of 
dollars involved we have te have some participation by governmental 
agencies. 

Now if you knew the background of the Humboldt-Del Norte diver- 
sion—if I may use that word today—the diversion away from what 
Trinity wants to do, you would know that the argument had been 
heard not only today, but since 1935, on practically everything that 
Trinity County wanted to do. Now you heard Mr. Myers state that 
they need the water, for example, to develop the mining resources. 
I can give you on more than two or three occasions when he himself 
appeared before the legislature of this State and at meetings all over 
the State and attempted to stop the mining on the Klamath and 
Trinity Rivers on the basis at that time he represented the resort 
owners of Del Norte County. 

Now then, you will find this, too: you will find that my good friend 
Senator Quinn and a number of others have been fighting this problem 
for many years, because I represented the miners for many years. 
They have said, and it was their thesis in the beginning and then in 
Mr. Denbo’s statement to you you will understand, that they want no 
interference by the Federal Government in the construction of any 
project which they have anything to do with. That has been their 
theme and opposition to the Trinity River project all the time. 

I believe we will be selling our own birthright if we did not attempt 
to reserve to the northern counties of this State, to the counties of 
origin, such waters as are needed in the foreseeable future for the 
development of those counties. On the other hand, every drop of 
water which is unappropriated water belongs to everybody in 
California. 

I believe it has been testified to this morning from some remarks 
that were heard, that California is having a thousand people a day 
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coming in. In a survey made during the last 2 years for the purpose 
of our highway construction from the legislature, it was shown that 
in 1970 we will have 17 million people in California. Now those 
people have to have water. Cities are developing in the Central Val- 
leys, and those cities will have to have water, and the thirsty acres of 
the Central Valleys will have to have water. Where is the water? 
The only remaining available waters are in the northern part of the 
State. The rest of the waters have already been utilized so we must 
look to the northern part of the State to give the people of the State 
the waters they rightfully own under the law of the State. 

That being so, we look to the north coastal area where you have the 
Humboldt-Del Norte diversion away from what we would like to do 
in the instance of the State to the waters to which they are entitled. 
Forty percent of all available waters which could never be used in 
the foreseeable future are available over there. 

Now you have heard a statement here that because there is now a 
compact between the States of Oregon and California that this kind 
of project must stop until that study is made. You have no way of 
te lling how lon ov it 1s voin 2 to tk ake to ¢ arry on that study, and I am 
willing to say here now that some of the people who were the instiga- 
tors of the Klamath-Oregon compact are the ones who are hoping that 
compact would accomplish what they talked about today, the purpose 
of stop ping the diversion of the Trinity River. Now let me tell you 
a thing else about that compact from a legal sti indpoint. I would 
be afraid if I were a resident of Del Norte or Humboldt County. The 
compact is not accomplished yet because the commissioners of Califor- 
nia haven’t been appointed. It isn’t even in existence yet although 
the law has authorized it. If there is disagreement between the State 
of Oregon and the State of California, the area composed of Humboldt 
and Del Norte and just below that which has 40 percent of all the 
waters of California, under the law of the State as stated by the Su- 
preme Court of this State, if in the allocation of waters between the 
two States there is a surplus of water in the area than the waters will 
be allocated to the State which can show the greatest need. If there is 
not sufficient water to take care of the other State, what will happen ? 
Just as sure as I am sitting here, in the event this compact goes into 
effect and there is no agreement, if there is a Supreme Court decision, 
which under the law that is the way it will have to be, the water of the 
Klamath River will be allocated to the State of Oregon, and I don’t 
think any of us want that to happen. That is what will happen under 
the compact, and that is to take us away from the diversion. 

Congressman Eneore. Isn’t ita fact that no part of the Trinity River 
originates in Oregon?’ All of the water is south of the boundary and 
Oregon hasn't anything to say about what goes on on the Trinity 
River and isn’t concerned about Trinity water. 

Senator Rrean. But the danger is that the main tributary of the 
Klamath is the Trinity, and it does supply water into that area. It 
would be used in the allocation of water by the Supreme Court if it 
has to allocate between the two States. That is going to be very vex- 
ing as a legal problem because all of the people of the State are in- 
terested in the Klamath River 

You have asked some patie here concerning why the Trinity 
Diversion was taken out of the State water plan. I will tell-you why. 
There are two reasons. No. 1 is that it was taken out of the State plan 
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as the State was not contemplating taking over the project and it 
would leave the Federal Government free to active ly ie over the 
project. Under the law of this State, and as I understand the Federal 
law, there is no legislation which is needed either on the State level 
or on the national level to accomplish the purpose of building the 
Trinity diversion if the Federal Government wants to build it. If 
it wants to build it tomorrow there is ample law both im State and 
Federal to do it. 

You talked also about conditions. I have had to pick these up be- 
cause I was unable to be here this morning. Under the law of this 
State, I think it is section 1243 of the water code, the State engineer 
still has the right to issue a permit, when the Federal Government 
wants to build the dam even on its own, withdrawals or allocations 
of water under which it is filed. The State engineer has it safely 
within his own power to place any condition he desires which would 
be not inimical to the entire Federal project. We have ple nty of law 
as far as what the State engineer might do, because no one would know 
what conditions he might put in there. But the State of California, 
as far as its withdrawal from the State water plan of the Trinity Diver 
sion, by that did not mean that until a study was made or until some- 
time in the future compacts had to be taken care of that you never use 
those waters. That was never the intent as far as that was concerned, 

Now I realize that there is not much time for me, and I ‘abner 
am the last witness, but there are a couple of these legal questions t! 

1 think there shouldn’t be any question about as far as the Sn is 
concerned. 

On February 5, 1952, I asked an opinion of the legislative counsel. 
I asked if the depsrtment of finance could under the existing law 
assign applications to the United States if it hould construct the 
Trinity River diversion. The opinion read in part: 

It is our opinion that if the United States should construct the Trinity River 
diversion, the department of finance would be authorized under existing law to 
assign the applications. 

We don’t need any more law in this State as far as that is concerned. 
Again from the opinion: 


However, while the diversion is no longer approved as part of the State water 
plan it seems plain it does not conflict with that plan, and if it does not conflict 
with the plan, the Federal Government may proceed just as it would like to do 
if it wishes to go ahead and construct under the ample authority we have now. 


The end result of the entire situation, no matter how these dams 
are built. I think it is the consensus, as I said before, that these must 
be multiple purpose dams for more water. Not just for irrigation, nor 
just for power or navigation control, but water for everything that is 
needed for the development of a community or state. Now this is 
important, and you shouldn’t let anybody divert you from the build 
ing of these multiple —— e dams or project 

In the southern part of California where you have the millions of 
people, they are pumping hundreds of feet and the water supply is 
such that the salinity intrusions from the ocean are beginning to 
destroy the unde reround reservoirs along the coast, so that the only 
way we can stop that salt water intrusion is to hurriedly take the water 
which be longs to the people of the State of C alifornia and give that 
water which is surplus water now and which in the foreseeable future 
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cannot be used in the areas of origin—those waters should immediately 
go to the southern part of the State where the salinity intrusions are 
causing irreparable damage to the underground reservoirs. 

I think if you go to San Diego you will find they are having such 
serious trouble down there that at one time the Federal Government 
was going to reach a compact with Mexico to let San Diego get water 
from Mexico. That compact came to nought as far as I know, but 
nothing has been done to relieve the situation as far as the San Diego 
area is concerned. We have in California a thirsty State, a State 
where you need immediately to bring to the thirsty part of the State 
those waters. Now I want to be clear about what I am saying here. 
Those waters which are in abundance in certain parts of the State and 
which in the foreseeable future cannot be used in those parts of the 
State, should be used in other parts of the State where water is now 
needed to the end that these projects will be constructed and the 
water properly allocated with a reserve made under the laws of the 
State to the counties of origin. We have two statutes in this State 
which reserve to the counties of origin certain waters which will be 
needed in the foreseeable future, but they are not clear statutes and 
probably need some clarification. 

I know the time is gone. If the committee wants to ask questions, I 
will answer. 

Chairman Harrison. Thank you very much, Senator Regan. The 
Chair will say at this time that he has 2 statements and 6 telegrams 
regarding this project, and without objection, they will be made a 
part of the record. 

Congressman Ener. I ask unanimous consent that any persons 
desiring to do so may file a statement with the committee within 10 
days for inclusion in the record, subject to the approval of the Chair. 

Chairman Harrison. With one further qualification, Mr. Engle, 
that no editorials or newspaper or magazine articles be included in 
that material they submit, that it be their statement. 

Congressman Ener. I made it subject to the ruling of the chair- 
man because sometimes they come in so voluminous a quantity that 
we can’t handle them in the printed record. That would make it 
subject to the discretion of the Chair. 

Chairman Harrison. The Chair hears no objection. The Del Norte 
Supervisors and Del Norte Chamber of Commerce have filed prepared 
statements. 

As I understand it, the chair might say he understands that there 
will be some requests for copies of the record as soon as possible. I 
have talked it over with Mr. Miller, the chairman of the full com- 
mittee, and it is understood that should Mrs. Conley, the reporter, 
wish to make copies of the transcript and want to sell those for herself 
that will be permissible, provided however, that each copy is marked 
“Unedited and not for publication.” There will be 1 original and 2 
copies for the use of the committee by the reporter. 

Congressman Enete. Is it understood that if other people want a 
copy they may order it from the reporter, but because these transcripts 
are ordinarily subject to editing prior to the time they go to printing 
as a portion of the congressional hearings, each transcript shall bear 
a statement to the fact that they are unedited and not for publication. 

Chairman Harrison. Without objection, it is so ordered. The 
Chair regrets that the time was so limited that we were unable to 
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hear all who wanted to be heard. The Chair has tried to hear those 
whose names were submitted to him earlier and at the time the com- 
mittee counsel made a visit to this neighborhood. For those who were 
unable to be heard, we want them to know that it was unintentional 
and unavoidable. We hope they will file their statements for the rec- 
ord which will have the same force and effect as if they had appeared 
here before the committee. 

M. Cuatre Forses. I represent the farm research and legislative 
committee of the State of California. 

Chairman Harrison. We appreciate your filing the statement and 
we assure you we will give it careful attention. 

(The following statements were filed and made a part of the 
record :) 

LARRY MYERS, 
Temple Hotel, 
Redding, Calif.: ‘ 

Please convey to the House Subcommittee on Interior and Insular Affairs the 
information that Associated Sportsman of California are on record opposing the 
Trinity diversion. Reasons have been registered with the committee prior 
hearing. 

GEORGE D, DIFANI, President. 


lion. WILLIAM H. HArrIson, 
Subcommittee House Internal and Insular Affairs, 
City Hall, Redding, Calif.: 

Santa Clara Valley is vitally interested in development of Trinity River as an 
additional source of water to supply the Delta-Mendota Canal. Urge your com- 
mittee to recommend Trinity River project to be included in budget this year. 

PAUL BIRMINGHAM, Democratic Counsel. 


WILLIAM H. Harrison, 
Chairman, Interior Affairs Committee, 
City Hall, Redding, Calif.: 


We appreciate your interest in our California water problems and urge full 
investigation of Trinity-San Luis project which may ultimately supply supple 
mental water to meet future needs of our fast growing county. 

B. A. TERESI, President, 
Santa Clara County Farm Bureau. 


Hon. WILLIAM H. HARRISON, 
Chairman, Legislative Subcommittee, 
City Hall, Redding, Calif.: 

San Benito County urgently requests thorough study be made on Trinity River- 
San Luis Reservoir project as an eventual possible supply to our existing econ- 
omy. Having a serious water shortage. 

LesTER S. Bisuno, Secretary, Chamber of Commerce. 

L. G. BARRETT, Secretary, Pacheco Pass Water District. 
E. A. CUSHMAN, Mayor, City of Hollister. 

Rosert GRANT, Chairman, Board of Supervisors. 


Hon. WILittAM H. Harrison, 
Chairman, Subcommittee of House on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
City Hall, Redding, Calif.: 

The board of supervisors of Santa Clara County greatly appreciates the inter- 
est of your committee in California’s water problems. Unprecedented increases 
in population makes necessary utilization of all our State’s water resources 
including the Trinity Sacramento-San Luis project. Our Santa Clara Valley 
has a vital stake in the San Luis Reservoir as a source of supplemental water. 

FRANK H. Turarit, County Erecutive, 
San Jose, Calif. 
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Hon. WILt1AM H. Harrison, 
Chairman, Subcommittee of House on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
City Hall, Redding, Calif 

Santa Clara Valley is vitally interested in development of Trinity River as 
an additional source of water to supply the Delta-Mendota Canal and the future 
San Luis Reservoir. A conduit westward from the San Luis Reservoir could 
bring desperately needed water into our valley. We commend your committee 
in its study and investigation of this project. 

REGINALD L. Parry, President, 
Santa Clara Valley Water Conservation District. 


LETTER From Har E. Goopyear, County CLerK AND EX-OFFICIO CLERK OF THE 
Boarpb OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF TRINITY 
APRIL 23, 1954. 
Mr. Witt1AM H. Harrison, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Irrigation and Reclamation, 
House of Representatives, House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Mr. Harrison: Due to the large number of witnesses and the limited 
time, a representative of the Trinity County Board of Supervisors was not able 
to testify before your subcommittee at its hearings held in Redding on April 16, 
on the proposed Trinity River Division of the Central Valley project of Cali- 
fornia, 

Our board of supervisors has worked with the Bureau of Reclamation in its 
studies of the proposed project in the past 10 years and we are generally in 
agreement with the plans for the project proposed by the Bureau in its report 
with the exception of minor details. Our board has recently retained a civil 
engineer to study the ultimate needs of our county that could and should be met 
from the Trinity River. These studies are being made in cooperation with our 
county farm adviser and other leaders of our county who are well acquainted 
with local conditions as they would affect our ultimate needs for water. 

When your committee holds hearings on legislation to authorize this project 
as an addition to the Interior Department’s Central Valley project, we would 
appreciate an opportunity to present the results of the above studies now under 
way 
The people of Trinity County sincerely appreciate the courtesy of your com- 
mittee in traveling to California to hear the views of the local people on the 
Trinity River project. We feel that early development of this project to pro- 
vide urgently needed water and power for California is extremely important to 
both the State and the Nation. We strongly urge your early consideration of 
legislation to initiate construction of this project. 

Very truly yours, 
TRINITY COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, 
(s) HAL BE. GoopyEar, 
County Clerk and Ea officio Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, 
County of Trinity. 


STATEMENT BY C. FRED SMITH, A NATIVE AND RESIDENT OF SHASTA COUNTY, TO 
THE CONGRESSIONAL SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING IN REDDING, APRIL 16, 1954 


It is indeed fitting that this Congressional Subcommittee on Reclamation hold 
one of its important meetings in Redding, Calif. Any thoughtful person, when 
asked what is the most important natural resource possessed by the great State 
of California, would answer ‘“‘water.” The great Central Valley of California, 
with its northern apex at Redding, is arid. It is undoubtedly the most important 
area in the arid region of this country. During the months of May through 
October we have warm temperaures and low humidity and the only answer to 
productive agriculture here is water. 

Shasta County is a fairly large county. It comprises 3,858 square miles, which 
reduced to acreage, is 2,469,120 acres. Here at Redding we have a normal annual 
rainfall of about 37 inches. Practically all of it is precipitated in November 
through May, leaving the 5 months of the summer in a dry condition. A large 





part of Shasta County has rather high precipitation. At an elevation as low 
as 1,500 feet, we sometimes have as high as 75 inches of rainfall during 7 months 
of the year. If we conservatively estimate the normal rainfall on the entire 
acreage in Shasta County at 48 inches, then it would show the average rainfall 
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in Shasta County at 9,876,480 acre-feet This contribution by nature of this 
tremendous amount of water has often been stated by those statistically minded 
to be the greatest single contribution made by any county to the wealth of 
California. Since man has been attempting to harness this rainfall and put it to 
beneficial use, either by the use of irrigation or by the development of electric 
power, it can very truthfully be stated that Shasta County contributes more 
water for beneficial use than any county in the United States and its ultimate 
potential has hardly as yet been drawn upon. 

When Shasta Dam was authorized and constructed, the people of this com- 
munity did not ask with enough insistence that some of the water conserved be 
diverted for beneficial use for Shasta County. We have probably 15,000 acres of 
irrigable land lying east of Redding between Churn Creek and Stillwater Creek 
and land adjacent thereto those creeks, that would provide a fine agricitural 
community if supplhed with water during the warm months of the year We 
have directly west of the city limits of Redding, similar areas to the extent of 
about 8,000 acres that would develop into a high state of agriculture if provided 
with water during the summer months. These lands are of the same type of soil 
as you can see right here in the city of Redding. It is of light clay formation 
that does not require a great deal of water, as compared to other types of soil. 
Under classification of 20 years ago or more, these lands were classified as 
marginal. Since that time, however, new developments in agriculture have com 
pletely changed the picture. 1 was privileged to assist in the formation of the 
largest irrigation district that we have in this county, the Anderson-Cottonwood 
Irrigation District, back in 1914. When this district was formed it had in it 
considerable lands that were considered marginal or benchlands, and for a long 
time these benchlands resisted successful cultivation of crops normally grown. 
Agriculture at that time was trying to grow crops that would mature once during 
a 5 months’ growing season. The Anderson valley directly south of here grew 
mostly fruit—-prunes, peaches, pears, and other deciduous fruits. The middle 
1930’s saw the advent of ladino clover planting in the Anderson-Cottonwood 









Irrigation District on these so-called marginal lands and it was discovered that 
this particular type of soil Was most conduc 
of ladino clover irri 
gone to the growth of alfalfa and the bench land has become the most attractive 


e fur a year round crop production 








gated pasture As a result, the so-called bottom lands have 





acreage for irrigated pasture. When you realize that you can grow 10 « ps 10 
wonths of the year and you can use them for 12 months of the year due to 
climatic conditions, you have the added advantage of greate duction than in 
soils in other climates that do not have the long year ol ) bon, 

There are no engineering difficulties to be ¢ intered in t delivery and dis- 
tribution of water to these lands mentioned here They are almost adjacent to 
the river and when once ifted to the adjoining benchlands, distribution can be 
made by gravity In this connection, 1 wish to call your attention that in the 
as vears in this area, irrigated pasturelands have been found to be effi- 





ciently and economically irrigated by the so-called portable rainmaker or sprinkler 
system. This method of irrigation is being fast developed for irrigated pasture 
and is ideally suited to small acreages and are less expensive im distribution cost. 

The areas above-mentioned which are desirable for irrigation purposes could 
also find the need for domestic water supply in conjunction with irrigation, 
and it may be that further engineering and investigations will prove that a 
multiple program of construction, including pumping to a purification tank 
and distribution by water mains to the irrigated area, would be the most 
desirable and probably the most efficient in distribution 

I have not heretofore mentioned the likely consideration of the Trinity 
Diversion project, and I feel that that project is at a state of maturity where 
its feasibility is unquestioned. I am sure that authorization for its construc- 
tion will be a reality in the near future because it is the one big project that 
is highly desirable and needed and is most feasible, in the United States. I 
appeal to the committee that when this authorization is being considered by 
Congress, that it will give thoughtful heed to the water needs of an area that 
supplies so great a percentage of the vital water needs to the entire State of 
California. 

It is apparent that California will have to supply a home for many millions 
of people in this country who want the conditions under which we live here. 
The addition and authorization of this irrigation project as a part of the Central 
Valley project, should be included in any authorization made by Congress for 
further development in this area 
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STATEMENT OF CLATRE FORBES, VICE CHAIRMAN OF CALIFORNIA FARM RESEARCH 
AND LEGISLATIVE COM MITTEE 


I am M. Claire Forbes, dairyman, Route 2, Box 125 C, Orland. I am speaking 
for the California Farm Research and Legislative Committee of which I am 
vice chairman for the Sacramento Valley. 

Our committee gave its full support to the Trinity River Diversion project 
as embodied in H. R. 7348, Engle, presented to the 82d Congress in April 1952. 
We had hoped that by this time we would have your committee as our guest 
to inspect the progress of the Trinity River Diversion project as it neared 
completion. In view of the increasing water and power needs of our rapidly 
growing State, our committee believes that such construction would have been 
in the best interests of all of California and we, in the northern valleys might 
have already attracted new industries to increase employment as a result of 
promised water and power facilities. 

seing farmers, constantly faced with conditions over which we have little 
control, we are ready to start all over again in support of such legislation 
as may be found best suited to conditions today in the way of cooperation 
with farmers in the San Joaquin Valley, whose water table is rapidly falling. 

It is our understanding that the new legislation to be introduced in the 88d 
Congress for the Trinity Diversion project will contain a section to protect 
local water rights. In view of the increased amount of irrigated acreage which 
may receive recognition in the new bill, this protection of local interests is, 
we believe, only fair for those who farm in the counties of origin. 

secause of his statewide dependence on our northern supplies of water and 
power as our economic growth continues, our committee wants to impress upon 
you gentlemen of the Congress the absolute need for considering the Central 
Valley project, as already constructed and to be constructed, as an integrated, 
basinwide project, so that each new unit supplements what has already gone 
before with all conserved water and all generated power pooled and directed 
to the widest beneficial uses. 

It goes without saying, and our support is based on this premise, that such 
integrated planning and construction of the Trinity River project would be 
in accordance with Federal reclamation law; that those entitled to receive 
irrigation water from the project would be subject to the 160-acre limitation 
(320 acres for man and wife), and that after satisfying project power needs, 
electricity generated from the project would be available to preference cus- 
tomers—public agencies—stepped down to the voltage which they are in posi- 
tion to use. 

I have made # personal survey as to the feeling of the people of Trinity 
County, the county or origin, in regard to the diversion of the floodwaters of 
the Trinity River, and I found a vast majority were in favor of this project 
being undertaken and completed by the Federal Government. 

The people of Trinity County can see in the completion of the project a better 
and economically richer county. It will give them much ueeded electric energy, 
cool water running down the Trinity River the year round to improve fishing, 
thereby attracting thousands of people throughout the United States to that 
scenic wonderland. Probably most important, the project will bring new in- 
dustry to Trinity County. 

I have recently talked to members of the Sacramento Valley Canals Com- 
mittee regarding the diversion of the Trinity River, and I want to add my voice 
to that of Mr. Marshall Lane, a member of the board of supervisors of Glenn 
County when he said: We of the Sacramento Valley Canals Committee feel 
that it is imperative that the Trinity River diversion be completed at the earliest 
possible time.” 

We of the North Valley Utility Council have continuously urged the building 
and completion of the Trinity River diversion, lest we fall far short of water 
for our Sacramento Valley Canals upon their completion. 

It is our understanding that funds have been made available in the current 
Federal budget for supplmentary plans to get construction of this highly 
feasible project underway without further delay. This should be possible 
because the project was already authorized by former Secretary of Interior 
Oscar Chapman and approved by former Governor Earl Warren and Mr. Frank 
Durkee, director of the California Department of Public Works. 

I am also told that at a meeting in Fresno, March 24, Mr. C. H. Spencer, 
director, region II, United States Bureau of Reclamation, Sacramento, stated 
that the Bureau has already completed its studies to bring the 1951 Trinity divi- 
sion report up to date as to costs and plans. 
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Therefore, we urge that your subcommittee approve the investment by the 
Federal Government of some $200 million to construct the Trinity River diver 
sion project to provide an additional 1 million acre-feet of water, including 
irrigation water for the authorized Sacramento Canals unit of the Central 
Valley project, and which, with firming energy, would increase Central Valley 
project generation of energy by 1,617 million kilowatt-hours. 

The benefit ratio of the Trinity has been estimated by the United States Bureau 
of Reclamation as 3.07 to 1.00. All but a small sum of Federal investment 
which will be required for fishery preservation will be repaid to the Federal 
Government from power and water revenues. This is an investment, not a 
gift, and one of the soundest from a repayment viewpoint. 

It is therefore the opinion of the California Farm Research and Legislative 
Committee that, aside from the economic value of assuring the State of Cali- 
fornia an essential increased supply of water and power, construction of the 
Trinity project at this time is one of the soundest investments in public works 
in a recession period that could possibly be authorized. 


STATEMENT OF JAMES H. Crack, Rep BLurr, CALIF., OWNER OF LANDS IN TEHAMA 
AND SUTTER COUNTIES, CALI 


To the Honorable Subcommittce on Irrigation and Reclamation of the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs, United States House of Representatives: 
GENTLEMEN: AS a landowner in the Sacramento Valley, I am gravely con 

cerned with the continual dropping of our water tables. 

I respectfully submit that the only method we have of increasing our ground 
and surface supply of water in the central valleys is to divert more water into 
the central valleys. 

I feel that the most feasible project that has been explored to date is the 
Trinity River project as now proposed for construction as a part of the central 
valleys project 

Further, this project will make additional sorely needed water available for 
use in the Sacramento Valley canals, the construction of which canals is now 
being authorized by the Congress. 

Respectfully submitted 

JAMES H. CLACK 


REDDING, CaLir., April 16, 1954 


MEMORANDUM PRESENTED BY THE FRESNO CITy AND COUNTY CHAMBER OF CoM 
MERCE TO THE SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE HOUSE INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS 
COMMITTEE IN RE TRINITY RIVER PROJECT IN CALIFORNIA 


Mr. Chairman, and members of the subcommittee of the House Interior and 
Insular Affairs Committee, gentlemen, it is ny privilege to address you on behalf 
of the citizens of Fresno and as the spokesman for the Fresno city and county 
chamber of commerce, their proper representative 

The San Joaquin Valley in general, and this county in particular, is vitally 
interested in the undertaking to conserve the waters of the Trinity River Basin 
and to transport to our area such portion of these waters as are not usable within 
the basin of that river valley. 

Our fellow citizens to the north are entitled to know that we are discussing 
only transportation of surplus waters, if any. We subscribe to this principle and 
stand on it not only as applied to the Trinity River undertaking, but also as 
applied to any area of northern California where precipitation is above all present 
and possible future local use. 

With this assurance to them, let us direct our attention to our local area here 
and our water problems. 

You of this committee are undoubtedly familiar with the San Joaquin Valley 
and its overall water picture, but because this record will probably be read by 
others, we desire to go into some detail so that those readers may fully under- 
Stand the situation 

Fresno County extends from the crest of the Sierra Nevada mountains on the 
east, 120 miles westerly to the ridge pole of the much lower coast range. Its 
long axis runs, roughly, northeast and southwest. The easterly one-third of 
the county is in the Sierra and the supporting foothills, while the westerly 
one-sixth is within the hills of the western range. Between these limits lies 60 
miles of relatively level land constituting our part of the floor of the San Joaquin 
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Valley. There is a gentle slope from the east and from the west to the low point, 
i trough, of the valley which lies approximately 20 miles southwest of the city 
of Fresno 

Except for a few spotty and very small areas and a very narrow strip at the 
toe of the western hills, this whole plain is under intensive cultivation, with a 
diversity of crops ranking in number with any county in the United States. 
All of these crops require irrigation, as the average annual rainfall is insufficient 
for their growing. The major portion of these irrigation waters comes from 
the Kings River, which has its source in the Sierra Nevada mountains above 
he 10,000 and 12,000 foot elevations, and from the inflow m lower contributing 











“asonal flowing streams also enter the valley from the western hills and 


of that water is used for surface irrigucion, the remainder percolating into 





inderground strata In the Sierra, the precipitation is in the form of snow 
with a late melting period, providing runoff at a very desirable period from the 
indpoint of irrigation 
This Sierra runoff distributed by irrigation districts organized under the 
laws of the State of California, the distribution extending to the northern 





portions of Tulare and Kings Counties, the Tulare Lake area and that part of 
Fresno County lying easterly of the trough of the San Joaquin Valley. California 

w requires equal distribution of waters on an acreage basis to the lands in 
each particular irrig district. The quantity in each district depends on the 


¢ 


runoff and the position of the district’s water rights in relation to the total 





stream flow. The quantity available varies from year to year based upon seasonal 


precipitation, but the agricultural development that has taken place upon the 
lands under irrigation requires more water than is 
flow, even in the most favorable years. 

The surface water supply has therefore been augmented by pumping from the 


I 


available from the river 


ground waters and the custom and necessity of pumping is so great that prac- 












tically every farm in the area has a well and pump, and the majority of the 
loaning agencies have company regulations that de farm loan unless the 
parcel is so equipped, even when it be situated in surface water high priority 
strict. 
r} ontained in numerous blanket strata lying at 
ir ‘ly, they extend under the entire valley floor. The 
sou has been by percolation, not only from the main 
rive! ‘ous low foothill seasonal-flow streams. Generally 
spe I ast of the trough come from the st West of 
the trough, they cor mainly from se nal streams flowing easterly out of the 
coast range, but all sources have not been determined. In later years, there has 
also been some contribution to these ground waters from surface irrigation 
ae 


percolation into the strata, but except for this latter item, the contained volume 
{f the ground waters, both m the east and 





ter ‘om the west, represents an 
accumulation in the strata occurring over a period that is more properly meas- 
ured in geological rather than solar time. 


Che distributed river and stream waters, plus the pumped ground waters, 
have sustained our inte ve cultivation, but the fact of the matter is that the 
pumping has depleted, and is continuing to deplete, the ground waters at an 

rming rate, and this fact is causing this community great concern. The 
specific factual details of these withdrawals is best presented to you through 





testimony of the engineers who have been studving this alarming lower- 


ng of the water tables You will also find confirmation of these facts in the 


studies and reports of the Federal reclamation engineers 

There is one matter in connection with this lowering of the water tables 
which should be particularly called to your attentior This overdraft is occur- 
‘ing il ll portions of the southern San Joaquin Valley In northern Kern 


County and southern Tulare County, there is an area approximately 20 miles 


long and 15 miles wide where. in the last 40 years, a er-like subsidence has 


7 
iti 
occurred with a maximum change in elevation in excess of 5 feet. Most of 
this subsidence has occurred in the last few years. This has caused serious 
thinking on the part of those who are acquainted with the situation and the 
best thought is that it has been caused by the contraction and consolidation 
of the deeper soils which, by lowering of the water table, have been dehydrated 
for the first time since those sediments were laid down in the inland sea which 
at one period occupied the now San Joaquin Valley. 

If this dehydration of the deeper sedimentaries should result in subsidence 
under one or more of the major cities of the San Joaquin Valley, we would have 
a structural tragedy which would shock the Nation. Actually, it would be 
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no more financially significant than the tragedy which is to result to the rural 
communities due to overwithdrawals of these ground waters and the changes 
certain to happen unless water is imported sufficient in quantity to overcome 
the overdraft. Such importations must be distributed to places where they 
not only will be available for surface use over the area, but also will percolate 
into the stratas where replacement is necessary, or similar results must be 
accomplished by water exchanges 

The Fresno City and County Chamber of Commerce therefore states that the 


importation of water is necessary and in the public interest. The proposal 
is not to bring new lands under irrigation, but to provide a necessary supple 


ment to the waters now available to one of the highest agriculturally developed 


areas in the United State The Trinity River project surplus waters could 
supply a portion of that deficit It is therefore a step in the right direction 
Great as our problem is, serious as are the conclusions which necessarily 
flow from the detailed facts and ir rmation available to you ge ntlemen fro1 
the Engineers and the Reclamation Service, mere importation alone will be of 


no benefit to this community 


Specifically, I direct your attention to the 160-acre limitation now set up in 





the present Federal statutes. Every irrigation district in the area covered by 
the Kings River Water Association, the Kings River Conservation District, and 
the several other districts which are functioning in Fresno County and the 


immediate adjacent territories, contains some ownership acreage in exces 
of this limitation even when the community-property principle is lied. The 
average farm size, over the total area, however, will fall somev e between 
30 and 60 acres. The number of farms that run beyond the 160 
is very small, and even most of those ownerships are not of lands in a single 





o20 acreage 


plottage of adjacent parcels Under these circumstances, it is physically im 
possible, as well as legally impossible under the California laws, for our dis 
tricts to accept water under Federal project contracts for the reason that it 


is impossible not only to segregate and distribute the local surface water sepa 
rately from the imported water, but also imp ssible to prevent the exces 

acreage landowners from individually pumping the comingled waters from the 
subsurface strata. Yet, under the present law and the contracts which have to 
be made thereunder, the districts as a whole become liable any “Federal” 
water gets on the land held under such ownership. 

We can subscribe to the principle that the 160-acre limitation should apply 
where an unirrigated and undeveloped territory is to be provided with waters 
from a Federal project 

On the other hand, we hold that a highly developed agricultural area such as 
ours, that has successfully developed and managed its own water supply over 
a great many years, should be entitled to receive now required supplemental 
waters without this present restriction. 

We particularly appreciate that the transition from “undeveloped” to “highly 
developed” is always a gradual one and that the transition presents a problem, 
both in fact and in language of law, even if all of us are to accept the two 
principles above specified. 

We here are therefore faced with both a practical and a legal problem which 
must be solved, and we announce to you that Senate bill No. 2855 as introduced 
by Senator Daniel, of Texas, if passed, is a solution to the legal aspects of our 
situation, and also permits a solution to the physical aspect of distributing both 
locally controlled and federally induced waters. This matter has been carefully 
considered by the National Reclamation Association and the bill has the 
unanimous endorsement of its directors formally representing the entire 








association 

We beg to suggest that this measure would provide a proper general law 
properly applicable to all western irrigation and should be passed as introduced 
There may be 1 or 2 areas throughout the Western States that have some 
“equities,” that those “equities” should be studied and cared for under separate 
legislation. 

At present, some of our districts are getting federally conserved water on a 
so-called interim basis, not even on a “temporary” basis. We beg to suggest 
that an agriculture such as we have cannot be planned and be operated success- 
fully and economically on an “interim” or even on a “temporary” water supply, 
but it must have a long-time assured adequate water supply, for our plantings 
are primarily perennials—trees and vines requiring 4 to 6 years to bring into 
production and then having, under proper care, a production life of 2 and even 
8 decades. 
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Upon the foregoing, we importune your committee to recommend : 
1. The immediate passage of Senate bill No. 2855 in its introduced form. 
2. The approval of the Trinity River conservation project with its transporta- 
tion system to convey surplus waters to the San Joaquin Valley. 
3. The commencement of allotments and continuing appropriations at proper 
intervals to bring the whole undertaking into fruition. 
FRESNO CITY AND COUNTY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
By CHESTER H. WARLOW, 
Chairman of Its Water Committee. 





STATEMENT OF HaroLp DEL PONTE, SUPERVISOR, DEL Norte COUNTY, TO SUB- 
COMMITTEE OF HOUSE INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I appreciate the opportunity of 
appearing before you today to present the official position of Del Norte County 
on the matter of the proposed Trinity River diversion. 

I herewith present for the record copies of resolutions No. 401 and No. 486 
passed by the board in November 1951 and May 1953, expressing vigorous opposi- 
tion to diversion of the Trinity River. This stand was reaffirmed at our meeting 
April 13, 1954. 

The economy of southern Del Norte County is irrevocably tied to the Klamath 











River, and so indirectly to the Trinity, its main tributary. Our No. 1 industry, 
lumbering, is dependent upon its waters for log transportation, Our ever-increas- 
ing tourist traffic has as its basis the recreational attractions and fish life of 
the Klamath River. Our agriculture is in need of its waters for irrigation. Our 
future hopes of industrial expansion are dependent upon abundant water for 
pulp mills and chemical plants to utilize our vast wood resources. A shallow 
draft harbor at the mouth of the Klamath River as proposed by the United 





States Army engineers and highly desirable from many viewpoints would not 
he feasible if our waterflow was reduced to the point that a channel could not 
be kept clear, 

We are not selfish and would agree to diversion if we could be assured that 
our future water needs would be guaranteed and if we could be convinced that 
diversion of water to the Central Valley is necessary. Our ultimate water needs 
have never been determined and until they have been and the Klamath Basin 
i within its boundaries, we would not only 
be foolish but derelict in our duty to ourselves and our posterity if we did not 
protest the diversion of our waters to another watershed. We deserve the right 
to expand to the limit of our resources. To appropriate our water before this 
limit has been determined can only be termed “a steal.’ The board of super- 
visors and the people of Del Norte County trust that you gentlemen will not 
sit by while we are robbed of our heritage. 








ven priority to the waters originating 


RESOLUTION No. 486 oF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CoUNTY OF Det NORTE, 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, IN OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED DIVERSION OF THE 
Trinity River INTO THE CENTRAL VALLEY AUTHORITY BY THE BUREAU OF 
RECLAMATION, DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR OF THE UNITED STATES 


Whereas the Bureau of Reclamation, Department of Interior of the United 
States, are contemplating the diversion of the Trinity River at a point in Trinity 
County into Central Valley Basin of California; and 

Whereas said river flows through the northeastern portion of Humboldt 
County and is a tributary of the Klamath River in Humboldt and Del Norte 
Counties supplying approximately 34 percent of the total flow of the Klamath 
River from the point of confluence to the mouth of the Klamath: and 

Vhereas the waters of said rivers are vital in the lumbering industry for the 
transportation of logs and that said timber industry is of immeasurable impor- 
tance to the counties of Humboldt and Del Norte, and that said rivers furnish 
valuable recreation areas, and that the fishing industry is in great part depend- 
ent on said rivers, and that it is deemed a detriment to northwestern California 
should said water be diverted as proposed : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Del Norte, That it is 
the sense of the board that the proposed project will be extremely detrimental 
to the economic stabilization of said counties, and that said diversion is unnec- 
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essary for the development of Central Valley project, and that said waters 
should not be diverted ; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the Hon. Karl Warren, 
Governor of the State of California; to Hon. Frank Belotti, assemblyman rep- 
resenting Del Norte County; and to Hon. Randolph Collier, senator representing 
Del Norte County. 
Passed by the board of supervisors this 13th day of May 1953. 
Ayes: Joseph A. Miller, Guy ©. Hedrick, Fred D. Haight, Harold Del Ponte, 
George E. Tryon. 
Nays: None. 
Absent: None 
GroRGE E. Tryon, 
Chairman of the Board. 
Attest : 
EMMA COOPER, 
Clerk of Said Board 


RESOLUTION No. 401 OF THE BoaRD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF DEL Norte, 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, IN OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED DIVERSION OF THE TRIN- 
ITY RIVER INTO THE CENTRAL VALLEY AUTHORITY BY THE BUREAU OF RECLAMA- 
TION, DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR OF THE UNITED STATES 


Whereas it was called to the attention of the Board of Supervisors of the 
County of Del Norte, State of California, that the Bureau of Reclamation, De- 
partment of the Interior are making investigations of and proposing the diver- 
sion of the waters of the Trinity River at a point near Lewiston, Trinity County, 
into the Central Valley Water Authority system and also to store the waters 
of the Trinity River for the purpose of producing hydroelectric power; and have 
proposed a report recommending such diversion to the Bureau of Reclamation 
in Washington; and 

Whereas the Trinity River flows through the Northeastern portion of Hum- 
boldt County into the Klamath River, and is of vital importance to the economy, 
industrial development, recreation, wildlife, farming and future development of 
Del Norte County ; and 

Whereas the Trinity River is an important tributary of a major coastal stream 
flowing into the Pacific Ocean, and is not a part of the Sacramento, San Joaquin 
water system or watersheds, and that the Trinity River diversion would be taking 
the water of one watershed to another; and 

Whereas the Trinity River is not a part of the Central Valley project and was 
specifically removed therefrom by an act of the State legislature in 1945; and 

Whereas the Bureau of Reclamation has not proven or shown that there is a 
need for more water or power in the Central Valley system ; and 

Whereas the State of California through the California Water Project Author- 
ity or the California Water Resources Board have never recommended or made 
any demand for diversion of the water of the Trinity River ; and 

Whereas it was found by the President’s Water Resources Policy Commission 
on the need for bringing in additional water into the Sacramento Basin, that 
there was no such need and found that “there are no immediate demands which 
cannot be taken care of within the basin” (p. 62, vol. 2, The Report of the Presi- 
dent’s Water Resources Policy Commission), and that there is sufficient water 
within the Central Valley water authority for all immediate needs ; and 

Whereas the State of California Water Resources Board did in May 1951 make 
a report on the feasibility of the Feather River project, and in said report un- 
equivocally found that there is not only sufficient water yet to develop in this 
great basin for its own needs, but to supply water south of the Tehachapi and to 
the Alameda and Santa Clara areas. Our State engineer in said report found: 
“In the Sacramento River Basin Reservoir sites in excess of 40 in number and 
capable of storing more than 15 million acre-feet of water are also specifically 
feasible of development. With these installations, the ultimate requirements of 
those two areas can be met and, in addition, surplus water provided to areas of 
deficient water supply” (p. 10 of Report) ; and 

Whereas the proposed diversion of the Trinity River is not confined to flood- 
waters but would take all waterflow down to 100 cubic feet per second for the 
summer flow which is less than the normal flow and would leave no water from 
that basin for industrial development or uses ; and 

Whereas Del Norte County and Northwestern California is growing more 
rapidly than any other section of our Nation and that this area is tremendously 
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expanding industrially; that there are now being made preliminary investiga- 
tions for the building of pulpmills to utilize our millions of tons of waster lum- 
ber products; that will require the use of millions of gallons of water per day; 
that there is here great deposits of iron ore and other minerals which only need 
cheap power for development ; and 

Whereas the Bureau of Reclamation has never made a survey or study of the 
present or future needs of water for industrial, recreation, wildlife or irrigation 
needs of this, or if it has, it was never furnished to the people of this area; and 

Whereas Del Norte County and this northwestern area of California will need 
and will be able to utilize all of the waters of these areas, except those of extreme 
floods ; and 

Whereas the proposed dam will destroy large areas of spawning grounds for 
migratory fish, which cannot be replaced and further deplete the fish runs in 
these coastal streams; and 

Whereas this board of supervisors is convinced from facts a 
the Feather River project will be more than sufficient to supply the Sacramento 
San Joaquin area with all necessary waters for its manifold needs; and that 
there are yet many great sources of water supply to be developed within the 
Sacramento-San Joaquin Basin; and that by both Federal and State law and 
policy, waters are not to be diverted from one watershed to another at the detri- 
nent or loss to the State; and 

Whereas the diversion of the Trinity or Klamath Rivers would be in contraven- 
tion of the best interests of Del Norte County; would forever prevent its future 
industrial development ; would diminish fishlife ; and 

Whereas the diversion of the Trinity or Klamath Rivers to the Sacramento 
sasin is an invasion of State rights, and said diversions can only be made with 
he consent and approval of the State of California and the local people of Del 
Norte and Humboldt Counties ; and 

Whereas Del Norte County has never had an opportunity of appearing, by 
its duly appointed representatives or otherwise to present its position, or facts 
before the district office of the Bureau of Reclamation in California or the Bureau 
of Reclamation in Washington, D. C., or elsewhere and that the Bureau of 
Reclamation has proceeded without hearing any opposition thereto from those 
areas of California to be effected thereby: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Del Norte, in regular 
session, That said board of supervisors oppose the diversion or attempt to divert 
any of the waters of the Trinity or Klamath Rivers into the Central Valley 
Authority of Sacramento and the San Joaquin Valleys; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Bureau of Reclamation, Department of the Interior, Wash- 
ington, D. C., grant a hearing to the board of supervisors or its representatives 
to present its position and facts of opposition to said diversion of waters of the 
Trinity or Klamath Rivers; and be it further 

Resolved, That the board of supervisors oppose any further investigations or 
recommendations until the report of the California Water Resources Board has 
been completed and studied by the people of the State of California; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be forwarded to the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion, Senators Knowland and Nixon, all California Congressmen, the Honorable 
Earl Warren, Governor of California, the State engineer, Boards of supervisors 
of Shasta, Trinity, and Humboldt Counties of California, the California State 
Chamber of Commerce, the Inter Counties Chamber of Commerce of California, 
and the Redwood Empire Association of California 

Passed, approved, and adopted this 13th day of November 1951 on the following 
vote, to wit: 

Ayes: Supervisors Miller, Guy, Haight, Meedom, and Tryon. 

Noes: None. 

Absent: None. 


nd studies that 
} 


I 


GEORGE E. Tryon, 
Chairman of the Board of Supe rvuisors of the County of Del Norte, State 
of California. 


Attest : 
[SEAL] EMMA CoopPER, 
County Clerk and ex officio Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the 
County of Del Norte, State of California. 
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Det Norte County CHAMBER OF COMMERCE STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION TO THE 
DIVERSION OF THE WATERS OF THE TRINITY RIVER 


ReppinaG, Cauie., April 16, 1954. 

My name is V. J. Benbennick. I am a member of the natural resources and 
conservation committee of the Del Norte County Chamber of Commerce and 
have been requested by its board of directors to appear at this hearing, as 
their representative, in opposition to the proposed diversion of the waters of 
the Trinity River. 

We oppose the diversion of the waters of the Trinity River for the follow- 
ing reasons: 

(1) A greater quantity of water could admittedly be made available to the 
Central Valley from either the Sierras or the east slope of the coast range. 

(2) The water requirements of the north coast counties have been given no 
consideration whatever in conformity with the published views of the State 
of California. 

(3) The Bureau of Reclamation has made no effort to ascertain the needs 
or desires of the north coast counties, nor invited participation in any investiga- 
tion at the local level in conformity with Public Law 732, section 3. 

(4) No provision has been made in connection with this project for the con- 
trol of floodwaters in the Sacramento Valley, which are increasing each year 
and thus be greatly swelled by any diversion of the waters of the Trinity River. 

(5) The runs of anadromous fish and salmon would be greatly reduced, if 
not entirely destroyed, by the destruction of spawning grounds. 

(6) The question of legality and constitutionality is very strong where there 
is considered the destruction of a portion of the natural resources and economy 
of one area for the alleged benefit of another area. 

(7) No surplus of water in the Trinity River has been apparent to residents 
of the north coast region. 

(8) No surplus water has been shown through any survey made of the north 
coast area after present and future needs are fulfilled. 

(9) No survey has yet shown a definite need for such diversion of waters 
to the areas designated as “beneficiaries.” 

(10) No comprehensive survey or study has yet been made to determine the 
future water requirements of Del Norte County and the north coast area. 
Until this is accomplished, we do not believe that even serious consideration 
should be given to any proposed diversion of the Trinity River or any other 
north coast stream, as it is inconceivable to presume that any man or group 
of men are so closely attuned to the infinite that they can answer this vital 
question without means of a survey. 

(11) Thousands of words have been used in attempts to justify the sacrifice 
of the natural resources and beauty of the north coast area on the altar of 
projects at any price, regardless of merit. Some of these fine words, contained 
in various reports, have been: “dairying,” “chemical,” “metallurgical,” “fabricat- 
ing,” “processing,” “industrial,” and “development.” Let a proper survey of 
Del Norte County and the north coast area be made, and we are sure that all 
those words and phrases will find their proper place. 

(12) The words “development” and “expansion” are only now beginning to 
have a meaning in the north coast area, as these figures on Del Norte County 
will indicate: 

In 2 years bank deposits have increased 48 percent. 

In 2 years population has increased 80.7 percent 

In 2 years power connections have increased 82.7 percent. 

In 2 years telephone connections have increased 84.3 percent. 

In 2 years lumber production has increased 487.7 percent. 

In 2 years plywood production has increased 1,682.1 percent. 
Who can state, with any degree of certainty, what our needs will be in 1999, only 
45 years ahead? 

(13) In conclusion, such diversion would be considered with greater favor 
if the future needs of the area presently served by these waters were established 
or if, perhaps, all of the water was being used which is now available to the 
Central Valley district. Admittedly, neither of these important requirements 
have been met. There are approximately 30 million acre-feet of unused water 
per year, which flows into the Pacific Ocean through the Golden Gate. These 
waters originate in the San Joaquin-Sacramento drainage area and should be 
developed and utilized for the needs of the Central Valley area before diversion 
of the waters of other watersheds is considered. Recommendations have been 
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made by highly responsible engineers, including California State Engineer A. D. 
Edmondston, for the more feasible development of water within the area of its 
proposed use. One such plan, that of a reservoir system, would be capable of 
storing 15 million acre-feet of water. 

We, therefore, wish it to be a matter of record that the Del Norte County 
Chamber of Commerce opposes any action which may be considered to favor 
the diversion of the waters of the Trinity River, until 

(1) A satisfactory survey and study is made to determine, beyond question, 
the ultimate future water requirements of the north coast area, and 

(2) All available waters in the Sacramento-San Joaquin watersheds are put 
to beneficial use. 

I respectfully request that this statement and the attached resolution, which 
was passed and adopted by the board of directors of the Del Norte County Cham- 
ber of Commerce, be made a part of the record of this hearing. 


RESOLUTION IN OPPOSITION TO DIVERSION OF TRINITY RIVER WATERS 


Whereas the United States Department of Reclamation has introduced into 
Congress a bill (H. R. No. 7343) calling for the diversion of the waters of the 
Trinity River from their natural flow into the Klamath River and the Pacific 
Ocean, and 

Whereas in the opinion of the Board of Directors of the Del Norte County 
Chamber of Commerce, Inc., the United States Department of Reclamation has 
failed to show: 

(a) A sufficient need or necessity for the diversion of the Trinity River waters. 

(b) That any benefits or convenience will accrue to the residents and tax- 
payers of California. 

(c) That the supply of water now available to the proposed beneficiaries is 
being used to the fullest extent, and 

Whereas the waters of the Trinity River in their present natural flow to the 
Klamath River and to the sea have been beneficial to the people of Del Norte, 
Humboldt, and Trinity Counties and thousands of other California residents 
for purposes of recreation, hydroelectric power, logging, lumbering, and fish 
and game conservation, and 

Whereas any diversion at this time without considering the future needs of 
the residents of said counties would seriously jeopardize the rights of the present 
and future residents by the proposed legislation: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the Board of Directors of the Del Norte County Chamber of 
Commerce, Inc., That this chamber of commerce does oppose and object to H. R. 
No. 7343, now pending in Congress. 

Passed and adopted this 24th day of September, 1952. 

Eviis F. CHarrtier, President. 
Attest: BRADLEY PAGE, 
Secretary-Manager. 


STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN JOHN BP. Moss, Jr., THrrp District CALIFORNIA, ON 
TRINITY RIveR DIVERSION, PRESENTED TO HOUSE INTERIOR SUBCOMMITTEE MEET- 
ING IN ReppINe, CALiPF., APRIL 16, 1954. 


Mr Chairman, I am sure you are aware of the water needs of California 
which is experiencing a population growth unprecedented in the history of our 
Nation. 1 wish to emphasize the great service which can be done by early action 
on the Trinity River diversion to help fill California’s water needs. 

The water and power to be developed by the Trinity diversion project will 
fill an important need in our State, for the area north of the Sacramento Valley 
is the major source of water and power for future agricultural development in 
lower valleys. Even southern California is casting thirsty glances at our water 
resources. 

One basically important unit of the Central Valley project which is under- 
way and progressing regularly toward completion will use much of the water 
now flowing wastefully to the sea. That project is the Sacramento Valley canals 
unit providing irrigation water for the potentially rich foothill land in the upper 
part of the third congressional district. 

As developed water now available flows through the Sacramento Valley canals 
onto dry farmland, more and more water will be needed. Water experts warn 
there may be no surplus water available in the all too near future. 
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You know, of course, of the other important benefits to flow from the Trinity 
project. Desert dryland along the west side of the San Joaquin Valley also 
will get lifegiving water from the surplus impounded as part of the project. 
Not only will California and the Nation benefit from additional food and fiber 
production made possible by the Trinity project, but there also will be great 
benefits from additional hydroelectric power. 

California is an imporant industrial State and as the State’s population 
increases more and more basic industries will be impossible, however, without 
a firm energy supply. 

A large part of the electric power in northern California is from steam-electric 
plants which draw upon irreplaceable fuel resources. Only hydroelectric power 
can provide the energy absolutely essential to the industrial development of 
our part of the Nation. 

The Trinity diversion project can provide an important part of the necessary 
hydroelectric energy. The energy developed would correspond to consumption 
of 2 million barrels of ful oil each year in steam-electric powerplants. 

All these considerations and many others make it imperative that the 
Congress act as soon as possible to initiate construction of one of the most 
important resource development projects in the Nation—the Trinity diversion 
project. 


x 





